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AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 

The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  publish  all  documents  on  two  assigned  days  of  the  week  (Monday/ 
Thursday  or  Tuesday/ Friday).  This  is  a  voluntary  program.  (See  OFR  notice  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976.) 
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DOT/OHMO 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/OPSO 
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LABOR 

LABOR 

HEW/ FDA 

HEW/ FDA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  for  publication  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program  Coordinator,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register.  National  Archives  and  Records  Service.  General  Services  Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 

NOTE:  As  of  August  14, 1978,  Community  Services  Administration  (CSA)  documents  are  being  assigned  to  the  Monday /Thursday 
schedule. 
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Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays.  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidaysl.  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service.  General  Services 
Administration.  Washington.  DC.  20408.  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500.  as  amended:  44  U.S.C., 
Ch.  15)  and  the  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  ( 1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Distribution 
is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office.  Washington.  D.C.  20402. 


The  Federal  Recisyer  provides  a  uniform  system  for  malting  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  Include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  Interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnlsiied  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  75  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  check  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington. 
D  C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appearing  In  the  Federal  Register. 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 

Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed  to  the  following  numbers.  General  inquiries  may  be 


made  by  dialing  202>523-5240. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  Daily  Issue: 

Subscription  orders  (GPO) .  202-783-3238 

Subscription  problems  (GPO) .  202-275-3054 

"Dial  -  a  -  Reg”  (recorded  sum¬ 
mary  of  highlighted  documents 
appearing  in  next  day’s  issue). 

Washington,  D.C .  202-523-5022 

Chicago.  Ill .  312-663-0884 

Los  Angeles,  Calif .  213-688-6694 

Scheduling  of  documents  for  202-523-3187 

publication. 

Photo  copies  of  documents  appear-  523-5240 

ing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections .  523-5237 

Public  Inspection  Desk .  523-5215 

Finding  Aids . .  523-5227 

Public  Briefings:  “How  To  Use  the  523-5235 

Federal  Register.” 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR)..  523-341 9 

523-3517 

Finding  Aids .  523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama-  523-5233 

tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential  523-5235 

Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents .  523-5235 

Index .  523-5235 

PUBLIC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  numbers  and  dates .  523-5266 

523-5282 

Slip  Law  orders  (GPO)  .  275-3030 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large .  523-5266 

523-5282 

Index . .  '  523-5266 

523-5282 

U.S.  Government  Manual .  523-5230 

Automation .  523-3408 

Special  Projects .  523^4534 
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list  of  cfr  ports  affected  in  tfiis  issue 


The  fotlowing  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  in  today’s  issue.  A 
cumulative  list  of  parts  affected,  covering  the  current  month  to  date,  follows  beginning  with  the  second  issue  of  the  month. 

A  Cumulative  List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected  is  published  separately  at  the  end  of  each  month.  The  guide  lists  the  parts  and  sections  affected  by  documents 
published  smoe  the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


29  CFR 

1202 . 

1206 . 

Proposed  Rules: 

1206 . 

42  CFR 

110 . 

49  CFR 

1322 . 

Proposed  Rules: 

171  . 

172  . 

173  . 

174  . 

175  . 

176  . 

'  177 . 

192 . 


10601 

10601 

10604 


10602 


10603 


10680 

10681 

10695 

10696 
10696 
10696 
10696 
10604 


reminders 

(The  Items  in  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Federal  Register  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list,  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service- 
Aliens  under  exclusion  and  deportation 
proceedings;  free  legal  services  pro¬ 
grams;  availability .  4651;  1-23-79 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION 

Motor  carriers;  claims,  overcollection,  dupli¬ 
cate  payment  and  overcharge;  processing, 
etc .  4679;  1-23-79 

Motor  carriers;  lease  and  interchange  of  ve¬ 
hicles .  4680;  1-23-79 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  laws  have  been  received  by 
the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  assign¬ 
ment  of  law  numbers  and  inclusion  in  today’s 
listing. 

[Last  Listing  Jan.  24,  1979] 
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CUMULATIVE  LIST  OF  CFR  PARTS  AFFECTED  DURING  FEBRUARY 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during 
February. 


1  CFR 


7  CFR— Continued 


10  CFR — Continued 


Ch.  1 .  6349 

3  CFR 

Administrative  Orders; 

Presidential  Determinations; 
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12119  .  10039 


959 .  6895 

971 .  7941 

1064  .  7653 

1065  .  7654 

1421 .  6351,  9371,  10354,  10355,  10357 

1435 .  9733 

1701 .  10051 

1803 .  6352 

1823 .  6353 

1888 .  6353 

1901 .  6353 

1933 .  6353 

1942 .  6353,  6354 

1980 .  6354 

2880 .  9371, 10051 


Proposed  Rules; 


Proclamations; 

4635  . 

4636  . 

4637  . 

4638  . 

4639  . 


6347 

6893 

7651 

8859 

9367 


5  CFR 


213 .  6705,  8239,  9369,  10041 

230 .  10042 

301 .  10043 

310 .  10043 

315 .  10043 

351 .  10044 

511 .  10044 

534 .  10044 

550 .  10045 

572 .  10046 

630 .  10046 

900 .  8520,  10238 

930 .  10046 

2413 .  10047 

Proposed  Rules; 

720 .  8570 

6  CFR 

705  .  9585,  9586 

706  .  9585,  9586 

7  CFR 

210 .  10049 

270  .  8240 

271  .  8240 

277 .  8548 

282 .  8240 

401 .  7107 

724 .  7108 

726 .  7114 

730 .  10049 

781 .  7115 

798 .  10353 

905 .  6349,  9589 

907 .  6350,  7941,  9733,  10499 

910  .  6705,  8240,  10050 

911  .  9370 

913 .  8863 

915 .  9370 

928 .  6706 


Ch.  IX . 

210 . 

724  . 

725  . 

726  . 

730 . 

932 . 

1011 . 

1133 . 

1435 . 

1464 . 

1701 . 

1861 . 

1933 . 

1951 . 

8  CFR 

214 . 

341 . . . 

9  CFR 

85 . 

92 . 

318 . 

Proposed  Rules; 

78 . 

113 . 

318 . 

381 . . 

10  CFR 

35 . 

205 . 

210 . 

211 . 

212 . 

456 . 

790 . 

Proposed  Rules; 
Ch.  I . 

19  . 

20  . 

50 . 

210 . 

211 . 

212 . 

440 . 


7724,  7729,  8880 

.  10069 

.  10387 

.  9389 

.  9391 

.  10387 

.  8897 

.  9761 

.  8897 

.  10069 

.  9393 

.  10070 

.  10508 

.  7971 

.  8898 


9734 

8240 


10306 

10052 

9371 


8271 

10071 

6735 

6735 


8242, 10358 
.  7922,  8562 
.  7064,  7070 
.  6895,  7064 
.  7070,  9372 
.  6378,  9375 
.  9375 


8276 

10388 

10388 

7736 

7934 

7934 

7934 

10348 


Proposed  Rules— Continued 


500  .  10390 

501  .  10390 

502  .  10390 

503  .  10390 

505 .  10390 

516 .  9570 

790  .  8276 

791  .  10090 

12  CFR 

15 . :  7118 

204 .  10499 

213 .  10499 

225  .  7120 

226  .  7942 

265 .  7120 

303  .  7122 

563 .  10500 

Proposed  Rules; 

19 .  6922 

24  .  6922 

26 .  6421 

211 . 10509 

226 .  9761 

238 .  6421 

348 .  6421 

563f .  6421 

711 .  6421 

14  CFR 

11 .  6897 

39 .  6379, 

6902,  6903,  9735,  9737-9740, 

10359,  10360 

71 .  6379, 

6904,  7942-7943,  9741,  9742, 

10361-10363 

97 .  9742 

107 .  9744 

207  .  6645 

208  .  6645,  9376 

212 .  6645 

215 .  6646 

221 .  9576 

223 .  9377 

244 .  6646 

249 .  6646 

252 .  7655 

291 . - .  7655,  9590 

296 .  6634 

302 .  9576 

304  .  10504 

385 .  6647,  10056 

389 . 6647 

399 .  9940,  9948 

Proposed  Rules; 

23 .  7057 

25  .  7057 

39  . .  6929,  9763,  9764,  10391 

71 .  6428,  9765-9769,  10391 

135 .  7057 

221 .  9579 

241 .  9394 

299 .  7736 

302  .  9395,  9579 

399 .  9953 
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10363 


7738 

6930 


1SCFR 
4. 

Proposed  Rules: 

30 . 

922 . 

16  CFR 

2  .  10365 

3  .  10366 

13 . ; .  6380. 

7124.  7943,  8866,  9378,  10515, 
10516 

437 .  10516 

1205 .  9990 

Proposed  Rules: 

13  .  7739,  9395,  9398,  9400,  10074 

305 .  10076 

1205 .  1033 

17  CFR 

150 . ' .  7124 

239 .  7868.  8245 

249  . 7877 

250  .  8250 

256 . 8250 

270 .  7869.  8247 

274  .  7868 

275  . 7877 

279 .  7878 

Proposed  Rules: 


1 . 

.  10392 

9 . 

.  6428 

31 . 

.  6737 

240 . 

.  9956 

270 . 

.  10580 

274 . 

.  10580 

16  CFR 

270 . 

.  7944 

285 . 

.  10366 

803 . 

.  8867 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 . 

.  7971 

3  . 

.  7740,  10517 

35 . 

.  7744 

154  . 

.  7744,  10336 

157  . 

.  7740,  10517 

270 . 

.  10336 

271 . 

.  7971 

273 . 

.  10336 

281  . 

. .  8900,  10517 

284 . 

.  7976 

704 . 

.  10316 

19  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

101 . 

.  8276 

20  CFR 

410 . 

.  10057 

422 . 

. .  10369 

Proposed  Rules: 

416 . 

.  6429 

21  CFR 

73 .  7128 

81 .  7128 

136 .  7129 


21  CFR— Continued 

184 .  6706 

193 .  7944 

430 .  10372 

432 .  10378 

436 . 10372.  10378 

440 .  10378 

442 .  10374 

444 .  10379 

448 . 10379,  10380 

450 .  10379 

455 .  10379 

460 .  10376 

510 .  7132.  10058 

520 .  7129-7131.  10058 

522 .  6707 

540 .  10059 

544 .  8260 

555  .  7131,  10380 

556  .  6707 

558 .  7132 

561 .  7946 

Proposed  Rules: 

Subchapter  J .  9542 

10 .  10077 

12  .  10077 

13  .  10077 

14  .  10077 

15  .  10077 

16  .  10077 

172 .  7149 

176 .  7149 

182  .  7149,  9402.  10078 

184  .  7149,  10078 

186  .  9402,  10078 

436 .  9404 

1010 .  7149 

23  CFR 

140 .  9379 

655 .  6708 

922 .  6380,  7656 

Proposed  Rules: 

652 .  7979 

663 .  7979 

24  CFR 

207 .  8194 

213 .  8194 

220  .  8194 

221  .  7947,  8196 

227 .  8194 

231  .  8194 

232  .  8194 

234 .  8194 

236 .  8194 

241  .  8194 

242  .  8194 

244 .  8194 

1914  .  6381, 

6905.  7656,  7658,  7659.  10060 

1915  .  6382,  6383,  6907.  6908.  7133 

1917 .  6386- 

6388. 7660-7694.  8261,  8262 

Proposed  Rules: 

40  .  10586 

41  .  10590 

201  .  8900,  9597 

280 .  8901 

501 .  9700 
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[7550-01-Ml 

Title  29 — Labor 

CHAPTER  X— NATIONAL  MEDIATION 
BOARD 

PART  1202— RULES  OF  PROCEDURE 

Specific  Page  Limitations  for  Briefs 
Filed  in  NMB  Hearing  Proceedings 

AGENCY:  National  Mediation  Board. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  final  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  provides  specif¬ 
ic  page  limitations  for  briefs  filed  in 
NMB  hearing  proceedings.  Said  limita¬ 
tions  may  be  modified  upon  appropri¬ 
ate  request  in  which  case  the  Board 
may  require  that  a  summary  of  argu¬ 
ment  be  included  within  the  briefs. 

The  requirements  of  this  rule  have 
become  necessary  in  order  to  control 
the  filing  of  unreasonably  lengthy 
briefs  before  the  Board.  It  is  intended 
that  the  limitations  and  procedures 
provided  by  29  CFR  1202.15  will  pro¬ 
mote  the  more  effective  use  of  Agency 
staff  resources,  ease  the  administra¬ 
tive  burden  on  the  public,  and  facili¬ 
tate  the  processing  of  hearing  cases 
before  the  Board. 

DATES:  Title  29  CFR  1202.15,  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  this  action,  becomes  effective 
February  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Rowland  K.  Quinn,  Jr.,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary,  National  Mediation 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20572. 
Telephone:  (202)  523-5920. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

(1)  The  final  text  for  29  CFR  1202.15 
herein  i.ssued  differs  only  to  a  limited 
extent  from  the  proposed  text.  Specifi¬ 
cally,  the  proposed  text  for 
§  1202.15(a)  has  been  modified  by  pro¬ 
viding  that  a  participant  which  desires 
4^0  submit  a  brief  in  excess  of  the  gen¬ 
erally  applicable  page  limitations  may 
seek  an  enlargement  by  filing  a  timely 
request  with  the  Board.  Should  the 
Board  determine  to  grant  such  a  re¬ 
quest,  it  may  also  require  that  the 
briefs  contain  a  summary  of  the  argu¬ 
ment  presented  in  the  enlarged  briefs. 
This  latter  requirement  has  been  de¬ 
rived  verbatim  from  United  States  Su¬ 
preme  Court  Rule  40(f).  .In  addition. 


§  1202.15(b)  of  the  proposed  Rule  was 
supplemented  in  its  final  form  by  the 
inclusion  of  the  requirement  that 
briefs  be  submitted  on  standard  size 
paper  with  double  spaced  type. 

(2)  A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
with  respect  to  29  CFR  1202.15  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
November  8,  1978  (43  FR  52032).  The 
public  comment  period  subsequently 
was  extended  until  January  24,  1979, 
by  a  notice  of  extension  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  4, 
1979  (44  FR  1181). 

(3)  During  the  public  comment 
period  nine  (9)  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived.  Seven  (7)  of  the  comments  sup¬ 
ported  the  proposed  rule  and  two  (2) 
opposed  the  proposal.  One  of  the  op¬ 
position  comments  recommended  re¬ 
quiring  a  summary  of  argument  in  lieu 
of  a  page  limitation.  The  summary  of 
argument  approach  has  been  incorp)©- 
rated  into  the  final  rule  as  an  option 
when  the  Board  determines  to  enlarge 
the  page  limitations.  Another  opposi¬ 
tion  comment  recommended  the  use  of 
ad  hoc  limitations  to  brief  lengths  on 
an  individual  case  basis.  The  Board  be¬ 
lieves  that  this  approach  would  be  less 
practical  than  a  general  limitation  of 
length  subject  to  modification  upon 
good  cause  shown.  In  any  event,  re¬ 
quests  for  the  enlargement  of  the  page 
limitations  are  discouraged  except 
where  the  circumstances  of  the  partic¬ 
ular  case  clearly  demonstrate  a  clear 
and  convincing  need  for  modification 
of  the  Board’s  general  rules  of  practice 
in  this  regard.  Two  of  the  supporting 
comments  recommended  providing 
that  briefs  before  the  Board  be  sub¬ 
mitted  on  standard  size  paper  with 
double  spaced  type.  This  recommenda¬ 
tion  has  been  incorporated  into  the 
final  rule.  Five  of  the  comments  in 
support  of  the  proposed  rule  and  one 
comment  in  opposition  recommended 
that  a  provision  for  the  partial  waiver 
of  the  length  limitations  be  incorpo¬ 
rated.  Such  a  provision  has  been  incor¬ 
porated  into  §  1202.15(a)  of  the  final 
rule  as  discussed  previously.  Although 
it  is  not  reasonably  feasible  to  detail 
each  of  the  individual  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  this  matter,  the  Board  appre¬ 
ciates  the  very  conscientious  and  help¬ 
ful  comments  submitted  by  the  public. 

(4)  This  final  regulation  is  issued 
pursuant  to  the  authority  of  44  Stat. 
577,  as  amended,  45  U.S.C.  151,  et  seq. 


By  direction  of  the  National  Media¬ 
tion  Board. 

Dated:  February  15, 1979. 

Rowland  K.  Quinn,  Jr., 
Executive  Secretary. 

Title  29  CFR,  Chapter  X,  hereby  is 
amended  by  the  issuance  of  §  1202.15, 
which  currently  is  vacant,  to  provide 
as  follows: 

§  1202.15  Length  of  briefs  in  NMB  hearing 
proceedings. 

(a)  In  the  event  briefs  are  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Board  or  the  assigned 
Hearing  Officer,  principal  briefs  shall 
not  exceed  fifty  (50)  pages  in  length 
and  reply  briefs,  if  permitted,  shall  not 
exceed  twenty-five  (25)  pages  in  length 
unless  the  participant  desiring  to 
submit  a  brief  in  excess  of  such  limita¬ 
tion  requests  a  waiver  of  such  limita¬ 
tion  from  the  Board  which  is  received 
within  five  (5)  days  of  the  date  on 
which  the  briefs  were  ordered  or,  in 
the  case  of  a  reply  brief,  within  five 

(5)  days  of  receipt  of  the  principal 
brief,  and  in  such  cases  the  Board  may 
require  the  filing  of  a  summary  of  ar¬ 
gument,  suitably  paragraphed  which 
shoud  be  a  succinct,  but  accurate  and 
clear,  condensation  of  the  argument 
actually  made  in  the  brief. 

(b)  The  page  limitations  provided  by 
this  section  (§  1202.15)  are  exclusive  of 
those  pages  containing  the  table  of 
contents,  tables  of  citations  and  any 
copies  of  administrative  or  court  deci¬ 
sions  which  have  been  cited  in  the 
brief.  All  briefs  shall  be  submitted  on 
standard  8 1/2  X  11  inch  paper  with 
double  spaced  type. 

(c)  Briefs  not  complying  with  this 
section  (§  1202.15)  will  be  returned 
promptly  to  their  initiators. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5447  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[7550-^01 -M] 

PART  1206— HANDLING  REPRESEN¬ 
TATION  DISPUTES  UNDER  THE 
RAILWAY  LABOR  ACT 

Time  Limits  on  Applications 

AGENCY:  National  Mediation  Board. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  final  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  final  rule  amends 
§  1206.4  of  the  National  Mediation 
Board  Rules,  29  CFR  1206.4.  The  prin- 
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cipal  amendment  to  the  previous 
§  1206.4  provided  by  this  action  is  to 
eliminate  the  final  note  clause  to  that 
section.  The  effect  of  .such  deletion  is 
to  extend  the  time  limits  on  filing 
NMB  representation  applications  to 
applications  covering  employees  who 
are  unrepresented  for  purposes  of  col¬ 
lective  bargaining.  This  amendment 
has  been  issued  in  order  to  promote 
the  more  effective  use  of  agency  staff 
resources,  ease  the  administrative 
burden  on  the  public,  and  facilitate 
the  processing  of  representation  cases 
before  the  Board. 

In  addition,  the  amended  text  of 
§  1206.4  provides  certain  limited  gram¬ 
matical  changes  to  the  previous  provi¬ 
sions  of  that  section.  The  effect  of  the 
grammatical  changes  is  to  clarify  the 
meaning  of  the  rule. 

DATES:  The  amended  text  of  29  CFR 
1206.4,  as  provided  by  this  action,  be¬ 
comes  effective  February  22,  1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Rowland  K.  Quinn,  Jr.,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary,  National  Mediation 

Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20572, 

Telephone:  (202)  523-5920. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

(1)  The  final  text  of  29  CFR  1206.4 
herein  issued  differs  only  to  a  limited 
degree  from  the  proposed  text.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  the  proposed  text  for 
§  1206.4(b)  (1)  and  (3)  has  been  supple¬ 
mented  to  provide  directly  that  the 
one-year  time  bar  begins  to  run  from 
the  date  that  the  Board  dismisses  a 
docketed  application  under  the  partic¬ 
ular  circumstances  provided  by  each  of 
those  clauses. 

(2)  A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
with  respect  to  29  CFR  1206.4  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
October  20,  1978.  (43  FR  49015).  The 
public  comment  period  subsequently 
was  extended  until  January  24,  1979, 
by  a  notice  of  extension  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  4, 
1979.  (44  FR  1181.) 

(3)  During  the  public  comment 
period  twenty-two  (22)  comments  were 
received.  Fifteen  (15)  of  the  comments 
submitted  supported  the  proposed 
amendment,  one  (1)  expressed  no  ob¬ 
jection,  and  six  (6)  comments  opposed 
the  proposal.  A  number  of  the  oppos¬ 
ing  comments  suggested  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  bar  rule  could  be  utilized  by  an 
applicant  which  was  sponsored  or 
dominated  by  the  carrier-employer  in 
order  to  prevent  organizational  efforts 
by  a  legitimate  applicant.  The  Board 
believes  that  the  clause  in  §  1206.4 
which  provides  an  exception  to  the 
time  bars  in  “unusual  or  extraordinary 
circumstances”  adequately  would 
remedy  such  a  company  dominated 
union  problem.  That  clause  additional¬ 
ly  could  be  applied  in  the  case  of  an 
election  which  was  improperly  affect¬ 


ed  by  carrier  or  other  interference  at 
some  stage  of  the  proceeding.  Another 
frequent  objection  expressed  was  that 
the  dismissal  of  a  docketed  case  after 
withdrawal  by  a  particular  applicant 
would  invoke  a  bar  which  applied  to 
all  potential  applicants  for  a  period  of 
one  year.  Based  on  the  agency’s  expe¬ 
rience,  this  situation  as  a  practical 
matter  w'ould  seldom  frustrate  organi¬ 
zational  efforts  because  generally  only 
the  organization(s)  which  initially 
filed  or  intervened  would  be  seriously 
in  a  position  to  organize  the  particular 
craft  or  class.  Further,  a  potential  ap¬ 
plicant  that  had  initiated  a  substantial 
organizational  effort  could  itself  file 
an  application  with  the  Board  in  order 
to  ensure  that  a  bar  would  not  arise 
from  another  organization’s  subse¬ 
quent  withdrawal.  Five  (5)  of  the  sup¬ 
porting  comments  recommended  that 
a  two-year  bar  be  imposed  in  lieu  of 
the  one-year  bar  as  provided  by  the 
proposal  in  the  event  that  less  than  a 
majority  of  eligible  voters  participated 
in  the  election.  The  Board  believes 
that  a  single  year  bar  as  provided  by 
the  proposed  and  final  rules  will  ac¬ 
complish  effectively  the  agency’s  ob¬ 
jectives  described  previously  in  the 
summary  provision  to  this  preamble. 
Further,  a  one-year  bar  in  such  in¬ 
stance  is  consistent  with  the  one-year 
bar  periods  applied  under  §  1206.4(b) 
(2)  and  (3).  Although  it  is  not  reason¬ 
ably  feasible  to  detail  each  of  the  indi¬ 
vidual  comments  received  in  this 
matter,  the  Board  appreciates  the  very 
conscientious  and  helpful  comments 
submitted  by  the  public. 

(4)  This  final  regulation  is  issued 
pursuant  to  the  authority  of  44  Stat. 
577,  as  amended,  45  U.S.C.  151,  et  seq. 

By  direction  of  the  National  Media¬ 
tion  Board. 

Dated:  February  15,  1979. 

Rowland  K.  Quinn,  Jr., 
Executive  Secretary. 

Title  29  CFR,  Chapter  X,  hereby  is 
amended  by  revising  §  1206.4  thereof 
to  provide  as  follows: 

§  1206.4  Time  limits  on  applications. 

Except  in  unusual  or  extraordinary 
circumstances,  the  National  Mediation 
Board  will  not  accept  an  application 
for  investigation  of  a  representation 
dispute  among  employees  of  a  carrier: 

(a)  For  a  period  of  two  (2)  years 
from  the  date  of  a  certification  cover¬ 
ing  the  same  craft  or  class  of  employ¬ 
ees  on  the  same  carrier,  and 

(b)  For  a  period  of  one  (1)  year  from 
the  date  on  which: 

(1)  The  Board  dismissed  a  docketed 
application  after  having  conducted  an 
election  among  the  same  craft  or  class 
of  employees  on  the  same  carrier  and 
less  than  a  majority  of  eligible  voters 
particpated  in  the  election;  or 


(2)  The  Board  dismissed  a  docketed 
application  covering  the  same  craft  or 
class  of  employees  on  the  same  carrier 
because  no  dispute  existed  as  defined 
in  §  1206.2  of  these  Rules:  or 

(3)  The  Board  dismissed  a  docketed 
application  after  the  applicant  with¬ 
drew  an  application  covering  the  same 
craft  or  class  of  employees  on  the 
same  carrier  after  the  application  was 
docketed  by  the  Board. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5449  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4110-85-M] 

Title  42 — Public  Health 

CHAPTER  l—PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERV¬ 
ICE,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

SUBCHAPTER  J— HEALTH  CARE  DELIVERY 
SYSTEMS 

PART  110— HEALTH  MAINTENANCE 
ORGANIZATIONS 

Subpart  E — Loans  and  Loan 
Guarantees  for  Initial  Operating 
Costs 

AGENCY:  Public  Health  Service. 
HEW. 

ACTION:  Interim  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  amends  the 
Public  Health  Service  (PHS)  regula¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  loans  and  loan 
guarantees  for  initial  operating  costs 
of  health  maintenance  organizations 
(HMOs).  These  interim  regulations  im¬ 
plement  changes  in  the  amount  of 
loan  support  that  an  HMO  may  re¬ 
ceive  under  the  HMO  Amendments  of 
1978.  The  new  law  has  increased  the 
amount  of  loan  assistance  that  a  Fed¬ 
erally  qualified  HMO  may  receive  to 
assist  it  in  meeting  its  operating  costs 
which  exceed  its  revenues  during  a 
certain  time. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  interim 
regulations  are  effective  on  February 
22,  1979.  Comments  are  due  on  or 
before  April  23,  1979, 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Howard  R.  Veit.  Director,  Office  of 
Health  Maintenance  Organizations, 
12420  Parklawn  Drive,  Park  Build¬ 
ing,  Room  3-30,  Rockville,  Maryland 
20857,  301/443-4106. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments  or 
suggestions  on  these  rules  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Health  Maintenance 
Organizations,  12420  Parklawn  Drive. 
Park  Building,  Room  3-30,  Rockville, 
Maryland  20857.  The  comments  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  at  the  above  address  between 
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the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  for 
Federal  holidays. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  Health  Maintenance  Organization 
Amendments  of  1978  (Pub.  L.  95-559) 
revised  and  extended  the  provisions  of 
Title  XIII  of  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  Act  to  include,  among  other 
changes,  a  provision  that  would  allow 
eligible  HMOs  to  receive  an  increase  in 
the  maximum  amount  of  direct  loans 
and  guaranteed  loans  in  meeting  their 
operating  costs. 

Pinal  regulations  to  implement  sec¬ 
tion  1305  of  the  Public  Health  Service 
Act.  as  amended,  were  adopted  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  October  27,  1978 
(43  FR  50182,  Subpart  E).  The  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Health  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare,  hereby  amends  these  regulations, 
as  appropriate,  to  conform  to  the 
Health  Maintenance  Organization 
Amendments  of  1978. 

For  reasons  described  below,  the 
Secretary  has  determined  that  public 
participation  In  rulemaking  prior  to  is¬ 
suance  of  these  regulations  and  a 
delay  in  their  effective  date  would  be 
impractical  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  and  accordingly,  that  good 
cause  exists  for  making  these  regula¬ 
tions  effective  on  February  22,  1979. 
Since  certain  HMOs  need  the  increase 
in  financial  support  to  preserve  their 
fiscally  sound  operations,  there  is  an 
urgent  need  to  revise  the  current  regu¬ 
lations  SIS  soon  SIS  possible  so  that  eligi¬ 
ble  HMOs  may  apply  for  loan  assist- 
since  up  to  the  maximum  allowable 
under  the  amended  law.  However,  the 
Secretary  invites  public  comments  on 
these  revisions  and  will  consider  any 
comments  received  on  or  before  April 
23.  1979,  in  determining  whether  fur¬ 
ther  revisions  are  appropriate. 

The  revised  regulations  allow  the  ag¬ 
gregate  amount  of  a  loan,  or  a  loan 
guarantee,  or  both,  for  operating  costs 
of  an  HMO  to  be  increased  from  $2.5 
to  $4  million,  and  the  maximum  allow¬ 
able  disbursement  of  funds  to  an  HMO 
in  any  twelve  month  period  to  be  in- 
cresised  from  $1  million  to  $2  million, 
n  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
•section  1305(b)  of  the  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  This  permits  the  Secretary  to  pro¬ 
vide  loan  assistance  under  section  1305 
to  an  HMO  in  excess  of  $2,500,000,  up 
to  a  maximum  of  $4,000,000,  after 
fiscal  year  1979,  and  to  do  so  during 
fiscal  year  1979  if  (i)  the  Secretary 
makes  a  written  determination  that 
these  funds  are  necessary  to  preserve 
the  fiscally  sound  operation  of  the 
HMO  and  to  protect  against  the  risk 
of  insolvency  of  the  HMO  and,  (ii) 


within  30  days  of  the  making  of  the 
loans  or  loan  guarantees,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  furnishes  the  Committee  on 
Human  Resources  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Committee  on  Interstate  and  For¬ 
eign  Commerce  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  with  written  notification  of 
the  making  of  the  loans  or  loan  guar¬ 
antees  and  a  copy  of  the  written  deter¬ 
mination  made  with  respect  to  the 
loan  or  loan  guarantees  and  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  the  determination.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  may  disburse  or 
permit  disbursement  of  loan  funds  in 
excess  of  $1,000,000  in  any  twelve 
month  period,  up  to  a  maximum  of 
$2,000,000,  after  fiscal  year  1979,  and 
may  do  so  during  fiscal  year  1979  if  he 
makes  a  similar  determination  and 
gives  similar  notice  to  these  Congres¬ 
sional  Committees.  Set  forth  below  is 
a  summary  of  the  amendments  made 
in  these  interim  regulations. 

1.  The  term  “any  twelve  month 
period”  is  added  at  §  110.502  and 
§  110.507(a)(2),  as  amended,  because 
section  1305(b)(1)  was  amended  to  sub¬ 
stitute  this  phrase  for  “any  fiscal 
year.” 

2.  The  amount  of  funds  listed  at 
§110.507  in  the  current  regulations  is 
revised  to  conform  to  the  amounts  au¬ 
thorized  by  section  1305  of  the  Act  as 
amended. 

A  number  of  other  changes  will  be 
made  in  the  regulations,  as  a  result  of 
the  HMO  Amendments  of  1978,  in 
future  rulemaking.  These  will  include 
other  changes  in  the  financial  assist¬ 
ance  provisions,  such  as  changing  “op¬ 
erating  costs”  to  “cost  of  operation”  as 
the  statement  of  the  costs  which  may 
be  paid  for  with  loan  assistance  under 
section  1305. 

Accordingly,  42  CFR  Part  110,  Sub¬ 
part  E,  is  amended  as  set  forth  below: 

§110.502  [Amended] 

1.  Section  110.502  is  amended  by 
adding  to  it  a  new  paragraph  (c)  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

•  •  •  «  • 

(c)  “Any  twelve  month  period” 
means  the  twelve  month  period  begin¬ 
ning  on  the  first  day  of  any  month. 

§  110.507  [Amended] 

2.  Section  110.507(a)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

(a) •  •  • 

(1)  The  aggregate  amount  of  princi¬ 
pal  of  loans  made  to  an  HMO,  or  guar¬ 
anteed  for  an  HMO,  or  both,  under 
section  1305  of  the  Act.  shall  not 
exceed  the  applicable  maximum 
amounts  provided  in  section  1305. 

(2)  In  any  twelve  month  period,  the 
amount  disbursed  to  an  HMO  under 
section  1305  of  the  Act  (either  directly 


by  the  Secretary  or  by  an  escrow 
agent  under  the  terms  of  an  escrow 
agreement  or  by  a  lender  under  a  loan 
guaranteed  under  section  1305  of  the 
Act)  may  not  exceed  the  maximum 
amounts  provided  in  section  1305. 

(Sec.  215,  58  Stat.  690  (42  U.S.C.  216):  secs. 
1301-1318,  as  amended.  92  Stat.  2131-2141 
(42  U.S.C.  300e-300e-17)) 

Dated:  January  16, 1979. 

Julius  B.  Richmond, 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health. 

Approved:  February  10. 1979. 

Joseph  A.  Califano,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.79-5530  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01 -M] 

Title  49 — Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE 
COMMERCE  COMMISSION 
SUBCHAPTER  D— TARIFFS  AND  SCHEDULES 

(Ex  Parte  No.  MC-11 

PART  1322— EXTENSION  OF  CREDIT 
TO  SHIPPERS  BY  MOTOR  CARRIERS 

Payment  of  Rates  and  Charges  of 
Motor  Carriers 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission. 

ACTION:  Deletion  of  obsolete  provi¬ 
sion. 

SUMMARY:  On  September  8,  1975  (40 
FR  41528)  section  49  CFR  1322.1(b) 
was  added  to  provide  for  an  extension 
of  credit  for  30  days  with  a  1  percent 
minimum  charge.  This  provision  was 
stayed  by  the  Commission  in  an  order 
served  September  19,  1975  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding.'  and  therefore,  this  provision 
is  not  in  effect  and  should  be  deleted 
from  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

EFFECTIVE  IMMEDIATELY. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mrs.  Janice  M.  Rosenak  or  Harvey 
Gobetz,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington.  D.C.  20423. 
Telephone:  (202)  275-7693. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  49 
CFR  Part  1322  is  amended  by  deleting 
and  reserving  paragraph  (b)  of 
§  1322.1. 

H.  G.  Homme  Jr., 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.79-5443  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


'  Ex  Parte  No.  73.  Regulation  for  Payment 
of  Rates  and  Charges  and  Ex  Parte  No. 
MC-1.  Payment  of  Rates  and  Charges  of 
Motor  Carriers. 
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Thi»  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices  is  to 
give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


[  7550-01 -M] 

NATIONAL  MEDIATION  BOARD 

(29  CFR  Part  1206] 

REPRESENTATION  DISPUTES  PERCENTAGE  OF 
VALID  AUTHORIZATIONS  REQUIRED  TO  DE¬ 
TERMINE  EXISTENCE  OF  A  REPRESENTATION 
DISPUTE 

Withdrawal  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

AGENCY:  National  Mediation  Board. 

ACTION:  Withdrawal  of  proposed 
rulemaking  notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  withdraws 
the  Board's  Advance  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rulemaking  with  respect  to 
§  1206.2(b)  of  the  NMB  Rules,  29  CFR 
1206.2(b).  which  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  November  21, 
1978.  (43  FR  54267). 

Certain  of  the  circumstances  which 
led  significantly  to  the  proposed 
amendment  of  §  1206.2(b)  have 
changed,  including  the  decision  of  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
Second  Circuit  in  American  Airlines, 
Inc.  V.  National  Mediation  Board,  et 
al.  99  LRRM  3450  (2nd  Cir.  1978). 
Said  decision  determined  that  the 
number  of  authorization  cards  filed  in 
NMB  representation  cases  is  privileged 
from  disclosure  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  In  the  event  the 
foregoing  decision  is  set  aside  upon 
further  review,  if  any,  or  that  other 
circumstances  which  led  primarily  to 
the  Board’s  initial  proposal  regarding 
§  1206.2(b)  so  require,  the  Board  would 
be  prepared  to  consider  appropriate 
action  with  respect  to  29  CFR 
1206.2(b). 

DATEIS:  This  withdrawal  of  the 
Board's  November  21.  1978,  Advance 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  with 
respect  to  29  CFR  1206.2(b)  becomes 
effective  February  22, 1979. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Mr.  Rowland  K.  Quinn,  Jr.,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary,  National  Mediation 
Board,  Washington,  D.C.  20572, 
Telephone:  (202)  523-5920. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
(1)  In  view  of  this  withdrawal  action, 
the  Board  will  not  detail  herein  the 
public  comments  received  w'ith  respect 
to  the  initial  proposal.  However,  the 
Board  appreciates  the  conscientious 
and  knowledgeable  comments  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  public  in  this  matter. 


(2)  This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to 
the  authority  of  44  Stat.  577,  as 
amended.  45  U.S.C.  151,  et  seq. 

By  direction  of  the  National  Media¬ 
tion  Board. 

Dated:  February  15,  1979. 

Rowland  K.  Quinn,  Jr., 
Executive  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5448  Piled  2-21-79:  8:45  am)  • 


[4910-60-Ml 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Materialt  Trontportafion  Bureau 
(49  CFR  Part  192] 

[Docket  No.  PS-57;  Notice  1) 

TRANSPORTATION  OF  NATURAL  AND  OTHER 
GAS  BY  PIPEUNE 

Monitoring  of  Gat  Odor  Level 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  DOT, 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  proposes  to 
revise  the  requirements  of  §§  192.625 
(e)  and  (f)  to  establish  a  frequency  for 
monitoring  the  injection  of  odorant 
into  gas  pipelines  and  a  frequency  and 
locations  for  monitoring  the  concen¬ 
tration  of  odorant.  The  proposed 
changes  are  needed  to  clarify  present 
requirements  to  assure  that  an  appro¬ 
priate  level  of  odorant  is  maintained 
in  the  gas  as  it  moves  through  the 
system. 

DATES:  Interested  persons  are  invited 
to  submit  written  comments  on  this 
proposal  before  April  30.  1979.  Late 
filed  comments  will  be  considered  to 
the  extent  practicable. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  refer  to 
the  docket  and  notice  number,  and 
should  be  sent  to:  Docket  Branch,  Ma¬ 
terials  Transportation  Bureau,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  2100 
Second  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACrr. 

Paul  J.  Cory  (202)  426-2392. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
The  purpose  of  ordorizing  gas  in  pipe¬ 
lines  that  is  normally  odorless,  like 
natural  gas,  is  to  make  hazardous 
leaks  detectable  by  humans  and  thus 


minimize  the  risk  of  explosions  and 
fires  and  the  attendant  death.  Injury, 
and  property  damage. 

Odorization  Rate 

In  the  odorization  of  gas,  if  odorant 
is  injected  into  a  gas  systeip  in  varying 
amounts  that  may  at  times  be  exces¬ 
sive,  members  of  the  public  are  caused 
to  detect  very  small  escapes  of  gas 
that  may  occur  in  the  normal  oper¬ 
ation  of  a  pipeline  and  that  are  not 
dangerous.  Such  an  experience  often 
results  in  people  developing  a  compla¬ 
cent  attitude  toward  detecting  a  gas 
odor  and  could  cause  a  person  to  not 
report  a  hazardous  leak.  To  preclude 
this  result, , equipment  used  to  inject 
an  odorant  into  gas  must  do  so  con¬ 
tinuously  in  appropriate  amounts. 
Thus,  §  192.625(e)  now  requires  that 
gas  odorization  equipment  must  intro¬ 
duce  odorant  without  a  “wide  vari¬ 
ation”  in  the  level  of  odorant. 

MTB  believes  that  §  192.625(e)  is  not 
a  satisfactory  i>erformance  standard 
because  the  term  “wide  variation”  is 
unclear.  In  an  effort  to  establish  a 
more  definite  criterion  for  odorizer 
performance  under  §  192.625(e).  MTB 
is  considering  prescribing  an  injection 
rate  in  terms  of  a  fixed  percent  of  the 
mean  injection  rate  of  the  odorizer. 
Under  this  approach,  §  192.625(e) 
would  be  amended  to  require  that  the 
quantity  of  odorant  injected  per  unit 
gas  volume  may  not  vary  from  an  es¬ 
tablished  mean  by  more  than  33  per¬ 
cent. 

Directly  measuring  the  quantity  of 
odorant  injected  per  million  cubic  feet 
of  gas  and  comparing  this  rate  with  an 
established  mean  injection  rate  is  the 
simplest  and  most  common  method 
that  can  be  used  to  show  that  gas  is 
being  odorized  at  a  level  that  will  not 
produce  adverse  consequences  in  leak 
detection  by  the  public.  Alternatively, 
methods  of  chemical  analysis,  such  as 
titration  or  spectrographic  analysis 
can  be  used  to  determine  the  quantity 
of  odorant  present  in  gas  and  the  in¬ 
jection  rate. 

Comments  are  specifically  requested 
concerning  the  safety  or  appropriate¬ 
ness  of  the  proposed  33  piercent  crite¬ 
rion  for  odorizer  performance  and  on 
possible  alternatives  to  making 
§  192.625(e)  more  effective. 

MTB  further  believes  that 
§  192.625(e)  is  inadequate  because  it 
does  not  prescribe  how  often  an  odor¬ 
ant  level  must  be  checked.  Under  the 
current  standard,  some  operators  con- 
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tinuousiy  monitor  odorizer  outlets 
with  recording  chemical  analyzers 
while  others  only  check  an  odorizer’s 
performance  when  it  needs  refilling. 
Depending  upon  the  gas  flow,  the  nec¬ 
essary  odorization  level,  and  the  odor¬ 
ant  storage  capacity  of  an  odorizer, 
the  odorant  level  provided  by  an  odor¬ 
izer  may  not  be  inspected  more  than  a 
few  times  a  year. 

Because  of  the  importance  of  contin¬ 
ued  injection  of  odorant  in  appropri¬ 
ate  amounts,  MTB  is  proposing  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  required  frequency  in 
§  192.625(e)  for  inspecting  the  odorant 
level  provided  by  each  odorizer.  Under 
this  proposal,  an  odorant  level  would 
have  to  be  inspected  at  weekly  inter¬ 
vals  for  systems  serving  more  than  10 
consumers  and  at  intervals  of  no  more 
than  95  days  between  consecutive  in¬ 
spections  for  systems  serving  10  or  less 
consumers.  The  interval  of  95  days 
was  chosen  to  allow  flexibility  in 
scheduling  inspections  on  a  quarterly 
basis. 

In  considering  the  impact  of  this 
proposal,  it  was  recognized  that  if 
small  odorizers  serving  10  or  less  con¬ 
sumers  were  each  inspected  on  the 
same  frequency  as  odorizers  serving 
large  gas  districts  or  transmission 
lines,  there  would  be  a  heavy  impact 
on  the  cost  of  gas  to  the  public  that 
would  not  be  offset  by  a  corresponding 
safety  benefit.  Small  distribution  sys¬ 
tems  with  an  odorizer  serving  10  or 
less  consumers  normally  would  be  lo¬ 
cated  in  rural  areas  where  leaks  have  a 
low  probability  of  detection  by  odor 
because  of  the  low  population  density. 

Odorant  Level 

Under  §  192.625(a)  gas  must  be  de¬ 
tectable  by  the  human  sense  of  smell 
at  Vi  of  the  lower  explosive  limit  of  the 
gas.  To  assure  that  the  odorant  level 
meets  this  criterion  throughout  a 
pipeline  system,  §  192.625(f)  requires 
"periodic  sampling”  of  gas. 

Because  the  term  "periodic  sam¬ 
pling”  in  §  192.625(f)  is  vague,  a  con¬ 
sistent  interpretation  cannot  be  made 
as  to  how  often  or  where  in  a  pipeline 
system  samples  must  be  taken.  Some 
operators  are  checking  the  odorant 
level  at  several  locations  in  the  pipe¬ 
line  system  daily  while  others  check  at 


only  one  or  two  locations  as  infre¬ 
quently  as  once  or  twice  a  year.  Most 
operators  have  odor  monitoring  pro¬ 
grams  that  are  between  these  two  ex¬ 
tremes. 

Also,  it  is  known  that  a  decrease  in 
odorant  level  in  gas  in  any  segment  of 
a  pipeline  can  be  caused  by  the  pres¬ 
ence  of  such  things  as  iron  oxide  scale, 
newly  installed  pipe,  tars,  oils,  dust 
and  natural  g^  liquids.  In  addition, 
the  remoteness  of  some  areas  in  the 
system  from  the  odorization  equip¬ 
ment  as  well  as  low  gas  velocity  also 
affect  the  retention  of  odorant  in  the 
gas.  This  loss  of  odorant  in  the  system, 
which  is  called  "fading,”  is  discussed 
in  various  studies  and  papers  that 
have  been  presented  by  odorization 
experts  at  American  Gas  Association 
and  Institute  of  Gas  Technology  spon¬ 
sored  meetings.  For  example,  see 
"Odor  Fading  and  Supplemental 
Odorization”  by  Frank  H.  Suchomel, 
II,  presented  at  the  IGT  Odorization 
Symposium,  July  14,  1976. 

MTB  believes  that  the  frequency 
and  location  of  monitoring  of  odor 
level  in  a  pipeline  system  should 
depend  on  the  specific  conditions  pres¬ 
ent  in  the  system.  In  pipeline  systems 
that  are  reasonably  free  of  contamina¬ 
tion  or  that  are  internally  coated, 
there  will  normally  be  only  minor  vari¬ 
ations  in  the  odorant  level  as  the  gas 
moves  through  the  system,  provided 
the  odorizer  maintains  a  relatively 
stable  injection  rate  as  required  under 
§  192.625(e).  This  situation  does  not 
normally  exist  in  most  pipeline  sys¬ 
tems  where  conditions  that  could 
cause  "fading”  of  odorant  are  present. 
In  such  pipelines,  odor  checks  should 
be  conducted  at  location's  where 
fading  may  occur. 

In  some  gas  systems,  there  are  seg¬ 
ments  of  pipeline  that  have  a  history 
of  leakage  that  is  worse  than  that  of 
other  segments.  In  these  segments,  an 
operator  would  have  reason  to  antici¬ 
pate  the  occurrence  of  future  leaks. 
MTB  believes  that  checks  on  the  odor¬ 
ant  level  in  such  segments  should  be 
conducted  to  assure  that  if  future 
leaks  do  occur,  the  escaped  gas  will  be 
detectable  in  accordance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  §  192.625(a). 


To  establish  a  more  precise  standard 
for  monitoring  odor  level,  MTB  is  pro¬ 
posing  that  §  192.625(f)  be  amended  to 
require  that  odor  level  be  determined 
at  intervals  of  not  more  than  95  days 
at  sufficient  locations  in  the  pipeline 
system  to  assure  compliance  with 
§  192.625(a).  The  locations  would  have 
to  include  places  where  fading  or  leak¬ 
age  may  occur. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
MTB  proposes  that  Part  192  of  Title 
49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
be  amended  by  revising  paragraphs  (e) 
and  (f)  of  §  192.625  to  read  as  follows: 

§  192.625  Odorization  of  gas. 

•  •  •  •  « 

(e)  Equipment  for  odorization  must 
introduce  odorant  so  that  the  quantity 
of  odorant  injected  per  unit  volume  of 
gas  does  not  vary  more  than  33  per¬ 
cent  from  the  mean  injection  rate. 
The  injection  rate  must  be  confirmed 
by  inspection  or  testing  according  to 
the  following  schedule: 

//  equipment  odorizes  gas  for  10  or  less 
consumers,  inspect  or  test  each  95  days  or 
less. 

If  equipment  odorizes  gas  for  more  than 
10  consumers,  inspect  or  test  weekly. 

(f)  Combustible  gas  from  that  por¬ 
tion  of  a  pipeline  system  served  by 
each  odorizer  station  must  be  sampled 
and  tested  at  intervals  of  not  more 
than  every  95  days,  at  a  sufficient 
number  of  locations  to  show  that  the 
gas  throughout  the  pipeline  system  is 
odorized  in  compliance  with  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section.  Samples 
must  be  taken  from: 

(1)  Each  segment  of  the  pipeline 
system  where  odorant  fading  may  be 
anticipated;  and 

(2)  Segments  where  leakage  may  be 
anticipated  based  upon  leak  history 
records. 

(49  U.S.C.  1962  CFR  1.53:  Appendix  A  of 
Part  1  and  Appendix  A  of  Part  106.) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  9,  1979. 

Cesar  De  Leon, 
Associate  Director  for  Pipeline 
‘Safety  Regulation. 

tFR  Doc.  79-5373  Filed  2-21-79:  8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  ogency  decisions  and  rulittgs,  delegations  of  outhority,  filing  of  petitions  ond  applications  ond  ogerKy  statements  of 
organirotion  ortd  functions  ore  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


[6820-43-M] 

ADVISORY  COMMIHEE  ON  FEDERAL 
PAY 

CONTINUATION  OF  COMMIHEE 
Public  Inquiry 

This  is  to  request  any  expressions 
from  the  public  as  to  the  desirability 
of  continuation  of  the  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Federal  Pay. 

The  Advisory  Committee  on  Federal 
Pay  was  established  by  the  Federal 
Pay  Comparability  Act  of  1970.  It  con¬ 
sists  of  three  experts  on  pay  and  labor 
relations  who  are  Federal  employees 
only  for  the  time  that  they  serve  on 
this  Committee.  The  Committee 
serves  as  an  independent  third  party 
in  advising  the  President  on  salary 
adjustments  for  Federal  white-collar 
employees.  In  making  its  recommenda¬ 
tions  on  pay  increases  for  these  Feder¬ 
al  employees,  the  Committee  considers 
pay  in  the  private  sector,  the  views  of 
Federal  employee  organizations,  gov¬ 
ernment  officials,  and  pay  experts. 

Any  comments  should  be  sent  in 
writing  to  the  Advisory  Committee  on 
Federal  Pay,  Suite  205,  1730  K  Street. 
N.W..  Washington.  D.C.  20006.  by 
March  22.  Any  such  communications 
will  be  incorporated  in  the  report  that 
the  Advisory  Committee  makes  to  the 
Administrator  of  GSA. 

Jerome  M.  Rosow, 
Chairman. 

(PR  Doc.  79-5360  FUed  2-21-79;  8:45  ami 


t3510-17-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Offic*  of  the  Secretary 
ECONOMIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act.  as  amended.  5  U.S.C.  App. 
(1976).  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
meeting  of  the  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce  Economic  Advisory  Board  will 
be  held  on  Tuesday.  March  6,  1979. 
from  9:30  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.  in  Room 


4830,  Main  Commerce  Building.  14th 
Street  and  Constitution  Avenue.  N.W. 
Washington.  D.C. 

The  Board  was  established  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  on  January  13. 
1967.  The  purpose  of  the  Board  is  to 
advise  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  on 
economic  policy  issues.  The  intended 
agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as  follows: 

A  review  of  the  economic  outlook  by  major 
sector. 

A  discussion  of  the  outlook  for  prices  and 
employment  and  of  strategies  for  sustain¬ 
ing  economic  growth  and  dealing  with  in¬ 
flation. 

A  limited  number  of  seats  will  be 
available  to  the  public  on  a  first-come, 
first-served  basis.  Public  participation 
will  be  limited  to  request  for  clarifica¬ 
tion  of  items  under  discussion.  Addi¬ 
tional  statements  or  inquiries  may  be 
submitted  to  the  chair  before  or  after 
the  meeting.  Copies  of  the  minutes 
will  be  available  on  request  30  days 
after  the  meeting. 

Additional  information  concerning 
this  meeting  may  be  obtained  by  con¬ 
tacting  Ms.  Virginia  R.  Marketti. 
Office  of  the  Chief  Economist  for  the 
Department  of  Commerce.  Room  4848. 
Department  of  Commerce.  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C.  20230. (202) 377-3523. 

Dated:  February  15. 1979. 

Courtenay  M.  Slater, 

Chief  Economist  for  the 
Department  of  Commerce. 
(PR  Doc.  79-5445  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


[3510-22-M] 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmokpheric 
Adminittration 

NEW  ENGLAND  FISHERY  MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL’S  SOENTIFIC  AND  STATISTICAL 
COMMITTEE 

Public  Meeting 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA. 

SUMMARY:  The  New  England  Fish¬ 
ery  Management  Council,  established 
by  Section  302  of  the  Fishery  Conser¬ 
vation  and  Management  Act  of  1976 
(Pub.  L.  94-265),  has  established  a  Sci¬ 


entific  and  Statistical  Committee  that 
will  meet  to  discuss:  (1)  Council’s  1979 
programmatic  budget  review';  (2)  lob¬ 
ster  plan  data  needs— further  discus¬ 
sion;  (3)  policy  on  conflict  of  interest; 
(4)  data  problems  with  implementa¬ 
tion  of  logbooks;  and  (5)  other  busi¬ 
ness. 

DATES:  The  meeting  wdll  convene  on 
Wednesday,  February  28,  1979,  at  ap¬ 
proximately  9:30  a.m.  and  adjourn  at 
approximately  5  p.m.  The  meeting  is 
open  to  the  public. 

ADDRESS:  The  meeting  will  take 
place  at  the  Carriage  House,  Woods 
Hole  Oceanographic  Institution. 
Woods  Hole.  Massachusetts. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Spencer  Apollonio,  Executive  Direc¬ 
tor,  New  England  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Coimcil,  Peabody  Office  Build¬ 
ing,  One  Newbury  Street,  Peabody. 
Massachusetts  01960,  Telephone: 
(617) 535-5450. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
For  information  on  seating  arrange¬ 
ments.  changes  to  the  agenda,  and/or 
written  comments,  contact  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Director. 

Dated:  February  16. 1979. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Executive  Director,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

(PR  Doc.  79-556.2  FUed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

CASES  FILED  WITH  THE  OFFICE  OF  HEARINGS 
AND  APPEALS 

Weak  of  January  26  through  February  2,  1979 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  during 
the  week  of  January  26.  1979  through 
February  2,  1979,  the  appeals  and  ap¬ 
plications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Notice 
were  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  of  the  Department  of 
Energy. 
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Under  the  DOE*s  procedural  regula¬ 
tions.  10  CFR,  Part  205,  any  person 
who  will  be  aggrieved  by  the  DOE 
action  sought  in  this  case  may  file 
with  the  DOE  written  comments  on 
the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes 
of  those  regulations,  the  date  of  serv¬ 
ice  of  notice  ^all  be  deemed  to  be  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  Notice  or 
the  date  of  receipt  by  an  aggrieved 
person  of  actual  notice,  whichever 
occurs  first.  All  such  comments  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals.  Department  of  Energy. 
Washington.  D.C.  20461. 

Melvin  Goldstein, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

February  15.  1979. 
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I6450-01-C1 

LIST  OF  CASES  RECEIVED  BY  THE  OFFICE  OF  HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS 
Week  of  January  26  through  February  2,  1979 

NAME  AND  LOCATION 

DATE  OF  APPLICANT  CASE  NO.  TYPE  OF  SUBMISSION 

1/26/79  St.  Louis  Fuel  t  Supply  DRD-0159  an^  Motions  for  Discovery  and 

Companyr  Inc.  DRH-0159  Evidentiary  Hearing 

Washington,  D.C.  ,» 

IF  GRANTED:  An  evidentiary  hearing  would  be  convened  and  discovery 

would  be  granted  with  respect  to  St.  Louis  Fuel  6  Supply 
«•  Company's  objection  to  the  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
(Case  No.  DRO-0159) . 

1/29/79  Atlantic  Oil  Company  DEE-2134  Price  Exception 

Los  Angeles,  California  (Section  212.73) 

IF  GRANTED:  Atlantic  Oil  Company  would  be  permitted  to  sell  the 

crude  oil  produced  from  the  Olive  Field,  Coykendall  Lease 
located  in  Orange  County,  California  at  upper  tier 
ceiling  prices. 

1/29/79  Continental  Oil  Company  DEE-2133  and  Exception;  Request  for 

Houston,  Texas  DST-2133  Temporary  Stay 

IF  GRANTED:  Continental  Oil  Company  %w5uld  receive  a  temporary  stay  and 
exception  relieving  it  of  the  obligation  to  supply  gasoline 
to  the  Gulf  Oil  Corporation  from  Conoco 'a  Ponca  City, 

Oklahoma  refinery. 

1/29/79  Great  Plains  Corporation  DRD-0171  and  Motions  for  Discovery  & 

Wichita,  Kansas  DRH-0171  Evidentiary  Hearing 

IF  GRANTED:  An  Evidentiary  Hearing  would  be  .convened  and  . 

discovery  would  be  granted  with  respect  to  a 
Proposed  Ancillary  Order  issued  to  Great  Plains  „ 

Corporation  (Case  No.  DRO-0171). 

1/29/79  Merritt  W.  Truax  DSG-0043  and  Request  for  Special  Redress 

Salem,  Oregon  DES-0149  and  Request  for  Stay 

IF  GRANTED:  The  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  would  review  the 

denial  by  DOE  Region  X  of  the  Application  to  Quash  a 
Subpoena  submitted  by  Merritt  W,  Truax.  A  Stay  of  the 
Subpoena  vrould  be  approved  pending  a  determination  on 
Truax' 8  Petition  for  Special  Redress  Relief. 

1/29/79  Owens-Illinois,  Inc.  DEA-0296  Appeal  of  ERA  Decision  and 

Washington,  D.C.  Order 

IF  GRANTED:  The  ERA'S  December  28,  1978  Decision  and  Order  issued 

to  Consumers  Power  Company  regarding  the  base  period 
allocation  of  SNG  feedstock  would  be  modified. 
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DATE 

1/29/79 

IF 

1/29/79 

IP 

1/30/79 

IF 

1/30/79 

IF 

1/30/79 

IF 

1/30/79 

IF 


NAME  AND  LOCATION 

OF  APPLICANT 

CASE  NO. 

TYPE 

OF  SUBMISSION 

Standard  Oil  Company 

( Indiana) DEA-0295 

Appeal  of 

era's  Decision  and 

Chicago,  Illinois 

Order 

. 

GRANTED:  The  ERA'S  December  28,  1978  Decision  and  Order  issued 

to  Consumers  Power  Company  regarding  the  base  period 
allocation  of  SNG  feedstock  would  be  modified. 

I 

Young  Refining  Corporation  DST-1051  Request  for  Stay 

Douglasville,  Georgia 

GRANTED:  Young  Refining  Corporation  would  be  granted  a  stay 

of  its  entitlements  purchase  obligation  set  forth  in 
the  Entitlements  Notice  for  November  1978. 

James  Burgess  DEE-2136  Exception  to  change  suppliers 

Camden,  South  Carolina 

GRANTED:  Kershaw  County  would'be  assigned  a  new  base  period 

supplier  of  motor  gasoline  to  replace  Beard  Oil  Company. 

Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc.  DEE-2135;  Exception,  Request  for  Stay 

San  Francisco,  California  DES-2135  and  and  Reouest  for  Temporary 

DST-2135  Stay 

GRANTED:  Chevron  U.S.A.,  Inc.  would  be  permitted  to  allocate 

motor  gasoline  to  its  customers  during  February  and  . 

March  1979  on  the  basis  of  their  actual  purchases  during 
the  corresponding  month  of  1978. 

Consumers  Power  Company  DEA-0300  Appeal  of  ERA'S  Decision  and 

Washington,  D.C.  Order 

GRANTED:  The  ERA'S  December  28,  1978  Decision  and  Order  issued 

to  Consumers  Power  Company  regarding  the  base  period 
allocation  of  SNG  feedstock  would  be  modified. 

General  Motors  Corporation  DEA-0299  Appeal  of  ERA'S  Decision  and 

Washington,  D.C.  Order 

GRANTED:  The  ERA'S  December  28,  1978  Decision  and  Order  issued  to 

Consumers  Power  Company  regarding  the  base  period  allocation 
of  SNG  feedstock  would  be  modified. 
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DATE 

1/30/79 

IF 

1/30/79 

IF 

1/31/79 

IF 

1/31/79 

IF 

1/31/79 

IF 

1/31/79 

IF 

2/1/79 

IF 


NAME  AND  LOCATION 
OF  APPLICANT 

Marquette  Fuels,  Inc. 
Alexandria,  Virginia 


CASE  NO.  TYPE  OF  SUBMISSION 

DFA-0298  Appeal  of  Information  Request 

Denial 


GRANTED;  Marquette  Fuels,  Inc.  would  receive  access  to  certain 
DOE  documents. 


Richard  Levy 
Alexandria,  Virginia 


DFA-0297  Appeal  of  Information  Request 

Denial 


GRANTED.:  Richard  Levy  would  receive  access  to  certain  DOE  data. 

DEE-2138 


Farmland  Industries,  Inc 
Kansas  City,  Missouri 


Allocation  Exception 
(Section  211.9) 


GRANTED;  Farmland  Industries,  Inc.  would  be  relieved  of  its 

obligations  during  the  months  of  May  through  October 
1979  to  sell  motor  gasoline  to  ten  other  refiners. 


Jim  Cox  Oil  Company 
Wewolca,  O)clahoma 


DRS-0150 


Request  for  Stay 


GRANTED;  Jim  Cox  Oil  Company  would  be  granted  a  stay  of  the 

Proposed  Remedial  Order  pending  a  final  determination 
on  its  Statement  of  Objections  (Case  No.  DRO-0019) . 


L.W.  Babcocic 
Balcersfield,  California 


DXE-2137  Extension  of  relief  granted  in 

L.W.  Babcocic,  2  DOE  Par.  _ 

(September  14,  1978) 


GRANTED;  L.W.  Babcoc)c  %rould  be  permitted  to  continue  selling 

crude  oil  produced  from  the  Union  Avenue  Field,  located 
in  Kem  County,  California,  at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 


Puerto  Rico  Sun  Oil  Company  DXE-2139 
Washington,  D.C. 


Extension  of  relief  granted  in 
Puerto  Rico  Sun  Oil  Company, 

2  DOE  Par. 

(October  17,  1978) 


GRANTED:  Puerto  Rico  Sun  Oil  Company  would  be  treated  as  an 

entirely  separate  entity  from  its  parent  firm  for  the 
purpose  of  the  IX)E  price  and  allocation  regulations. 


Thornton  Oil  Company 
Louisville,  Kentuc)cy 


DEE-2140 


Exception  to  change  supplier 


GRANTED:  Thornton  Oil  Corporation  %#ould  be  assigned  a  new  base 

period  supplier  of  motor  gasoline  to  replace  its  present 
supplier.  Petroleum  MarJceting  Corporation. 
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DATE 

2/1/79 

IF 

2/1/19 

m 

IF 

2/1/79 

IF 

2/1/79 

IP 

2/2/79 

IF 

2/2/79 

IF 

2/2/79 

IF 


NAME  AND  LOCATION 

OF  APPLICANT  CASE  NO.  TYPE  OF  SUBMISSION 


Beacon  Oil  Company  DEE-2141  Exception  to  the  Entitlements 

Washington,  D.C.  Program 

GRANTED:  Beacon  Oil  Company  would  be  granted  an  exception  to 

the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67  ’with  respect  to  its 
entitlements  purchase  obligations.  , 

Glenn  Martin  Heller  d/b/a  DEE-2142  Price  Exception 

Beacon  Hill  Gulf  (Section  212.93) 

Bost(w,  Massachusetts 

GRANTED:  Glenn  Martin  Heller  d/b/a  Beacon  Hill  Gulf  would 

receive  retroactive  exception  relief  to  equalize  his 
business  with  other  retailers  to  compensate  for  non-product 
cost  increases  and  to  ratify  prices  charged. 


Lunday-Thagard  Oil  Company  DED-1936  Motion  for  Discovery 

Washington,  D.C, 

GRANTED:  Lunday-Thagard  Oil  Company  %rould  be  granted  discovery 

with  respect  to  DOE  Memoranda. 

State  of  Michigan  DEA-0301  Appeal  of  ERA*s  Decision  and 

Lansing,  Michigan  Order 

GRANTED:  The  ERA'S  December  28,  1978  Decision  and  Order  issued 

to  Consumers  Power  Company  regarding  ^e  base  period 
allocation  of  SNG  feedstock  would  be  modified. 


Friendswood  Refining  DES-0151  Request  for  Stay 

Corporation 

Friendswood,  Texas 

GRANTED:  Friendswood  Refining  Corporation  would  receive  a  stay 

of  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  211.67  with  respect  to  its 
entitlement  purchase  obligations. 

Philip  T.  Sharpies  Oil  DEE-2143  Price  Exception 

Properties,  al^.  (Section  212.73) 

Washington,  D.C. 

GRANTED:  Philip  T.  Sharpies  Oil  Properties,  et  al^.  would  be 

permitted  to  sell  the  crude  oil  produced  from  the 
Guthrie  Unit,  located  in  Crook  County,  Wyoming,  at 
upper  tier  ceiling  prices. 

Texaco,  Inc.  DFA-0302  Appeal  of  Information  Request 

White  Plains,  New  York  Denial 

GRANTED:  The  DOE's  January  18,  1979,  Information  Request  Denial 

would  be  rescinded  and  Texaco,  Inc.  would  receive  access  to 
docximents  relating  to  criteria  utilized  by  the  Office  of 
Special  Counsel  for  Compliance  in  seeking  and  determining 
the  amount  of  civil  penalties. 
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NOTICES  OF  OBJECTION  RECEIVED 
Week  of  January  26  through  February  2,  1979 


DATE 

NAME  AND  LOCATION  OF  APPLICANT 

CASE  NO. 

1/29/79 

Pacific  Resources,  Inc. 

Washington,  D.C. 

DEE-166B 

1/29/79 

Ross  Production  Company 

Jonesville,  Louisieina 

FEE-4476 

1/31/79 

UCO  Oil  Company 

Whittier,  California 

DPI-0014 

2/1/79 

Continental  Oil  Company 

Houston,  Texas 

DEE-1889 

PROPOSED  REMEDIAL  ORDERS 

NOTICES  OF  OBJECTION  RECEIVED 

Week  of  January  26  through  February  2, 

1579 

DATE 

NAME:AND  LOCATION  OF  APPLICANT 

CASE  NO. 

1/29/79 

Jones  &  Pedlow  Oil  Company 

Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma 

DRO-0174 

1/31/79 

NFC  Petroleum  Corporation 

Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma 

DRO-0175 

2/2/79 

Capital  66  Oil  Company 
•  Washington,  D.C. 

DRO-0176 

IPR  Doc  79-5446  Filed  2-21-79;  8;45  am] 
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[6560-01 -M] 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL  1063-8] 

SCIENCE  ADVISORY  BOARD  TECHNOLOGY 

ASSESSMENT  AND  POLLUTION  CONTROL 

COMMITTEE 

Open  niMling 

As  required  by  Public  Law  92-463, 
this  is  to  give  notice  that  a  meeting  of 
the  Technology  Assessment  and  Pollu¬ 
tion  Control  Committee  will  be  held 
beginning  at  9:00  a.m.,  March  7.  8.  9, 
1979,  at  the  EPA’s  Industrial  Environ¬ 
mental  Research  Laboratory,  555 
Ridge  Avenue,  Cincinnati.  Ohio.  This 
meeting  is  open  to  the  pubiic.  Any 
menber  of  the  public  wishing  to  attend 
or  to  have  further  information  on  the 
meeting  should  contact  Lloyd  Taylor 
or  Rita  Haggerty  (703)  557-7721. 

The  Committee  is  studying  concerns 
about  the  adequacy  of  technology  for 
environmental  control  of  toxic  chemi¬ 
cals  and  hazardous  wastes.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  will  meet  with  personnel  of 
EPA’s  research  laboratories,  to  discuss 
the  EPA  research  and  development 
programs  relating  to  control  technol¬ 
ogy  for  toxic  and  hazardous  wastes 
and  the  research  needs  in  this  area. 
On  the  9th  the  Committee  will  split  in 
to  small  work  groups  for  discussion  on 
specific  research  problems. 

Burton  Levy, 
Acting  Staff  Director, 
Science  Advisory  Board. 

February  15,  1979. 

[PR  Doc  79-5444  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 

[6570-b6-Ml 

EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNITY 
COMMISSION 

FEDERAL  EQUAL  EMPLOYMENT  OPPORTUNTIY 

Certain  responsibilities  transferred 
to  the  Equal  Employment  Opportuni¬ 
ty  Commission  from  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  pursuant  to  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  1  of  1978,  effective  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1979,  have  been  delegated  to  the 
appropriate  program  office  by  a  Com¬ 
mission  resolution  of  February  13, 
1979.  These  delegations  are  consistent 
with  the  designations  previously 
adopted  by  the  Commission  at  43  FR 
60998.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
following  delegations; 

1.  The  authority  to  review  and  ap¬ 
prove  or  disapprove  national  and  re¬ 
gional  federal  agency  EEO  plans,  con¬ 
templated  by  29  CFR  1613.204(1),  has 
been  delegated  through  the  Executive 
Director  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
Government  Employment.  This  dele¬ 
gation  is  limited  to  FY  79  plans,  for¬ 


mulated  in  accordance  with  directions 
previously  issued  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commission.  It  does  not  apply  to  FY 
80  plans. 

2.  The  authority  to  review  and  evalu¬ 
ate  federal  agency  EEO  programs, 
contemplated  by  29  CFR  1613.205,  has 
been  delegated  through  the  Executive 
Director  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
Government  Employment. 

Signed  this  16th  day  of  February 
1979. 

Eleanor  Holmes  Norton, 

Chair,  Equal  Employment 

Opportunity  Commission. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5519  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 

[671 2-01 -M] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

FM  AND  TV  TRANSLATOR  APPLICATIONS 

Ready  and  Available  far  Processing  Pursuant 

To  Section  1.572(c)  and  1.573(d)  of  the 

Commission's  Rules 

Adopted;  February  8. 1979. 

Released:  February  13,  1979. 

By  the  Acting  Chief.  Broadcast 
Facilities  Division: 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  1.572(c)  and  1.573(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  that  on  March 
23,  1979,  the  'TV  and  FM  translator  ap- 
plicatons  listed  in  the  attached  Appen¬ 
dix  will  be  considered  ready  and  avail¬ 
able  for  processing.  Pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tions  1.227(b)(1)  and  1.591(b)  of  the 
Rules,  an  application,  in  order  to  be 
considered  with  any  application  ap¬ 
pearing  on  the  attached  list  or  with 
any  other  application  on  file  by  the 
close  of  business  on  March  22,  1979, 
which  involves  a  conflict  necessitating 
a  hearing  with  any  application  on  this 
list,  must  be  substantially  complete 
and  submitted  for  filing  at  the  offices 
of  the  Commission  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  by  the  close  of  business  on 
March  22,  1979. 

Any  party  in  interest  desiring  to  file 
pleadings  concerning  any  pending  TV 
or  FM  translator  application,  pursuant 
to  Section  309(d)(i)  of  the  Communi¬ 
cations  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  is  di¬ 
rected  to  Section  1.580(i)  of  the  Rules, 
which  specifies  the  time  for  filing  and 
other  requirements  relating  to  such 
pleadings. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

William  J.  'Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

VHP  TV  Translator  Applications 

BPTTV-780905ID  (new)  Chemult  &  Cres¬ 
cent,  Oregon,  Walker  Mountain  Transla¬ 
tor  Association.  Req:  Channel  7.  174-180 


MHz.  10  watts.  Primary:  KOBI-TV,  Med¬ 
ford,  Oregon. 

BPTTV-780905IP  (new)  Howard  Rural 
Community,  Montana,  Howard  TV  Club. 
Req:  Channel  12,  204-210  MHz.  1  watt. 
Primary:  KULR-TY,  Billings.  Montana. 
BPTTV-780907IB  (new)  Camas  Valley. 
Oregon,  Southwest  Oregon  Television 
Broadcasting  Corporation.  Req:  Channel 
7.  174-180  MHz.  5  watts.  Primary:  KPIC- 
TV,  Roseburg,  Oregon. 

BPTTV-780911ia  (new)  Powderhom 
Valley,  Colorado,  Gunnison  County  Tele¬ 
vision.  Inc.,  Req:  Channel  12.  204-120 
MHz.  1  watt.  Primary:  KBTV-TV,  Denver. 
Colorado. 

BPTTV-780912IB  (new)  Coral  Bay,  Virgin 
Islands,  Virgin  Island  Ihiblic  Television 
System.  Req:  Channel  3,  60-66  MHz.  10 
watts.  Primary:  WTJX-TV,  Charlotte 
Amalie.  St.  Thomas,  U.S.  Virgin  Islands. 
BPTTV-780915IA  (new)  Felch.  Michigan. 
Felch  Area  TV  Corporation.  Req:  Channel 
9.  186-192  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  WLUK- 
TY,  Green  Bay,  Wisconsin. 
BPTTV-780919IB  (new)  Divide  Creek  & 
Rifle  Creek,  Colorado,  Garfield  County. 
Req:  Channel  12,  204-210  MHz.  10  watts. 
Primary;  KBTV-TV,  Denver.  Colorado. 
BPTTV-781117IA  (new)  Ganado,  Arizona. 
Ganado  Community  TV  Club.  Inc.,  Req: 
Channel  7,  174-180  MHz.  10  watts.  Pri¬ 
mary:  KOB-TV,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico. 

BPTTV-781206IA  (new)  Talkeetna,  Alaska. 
Midnight  Sun  Broadcasters,  Inc..  Req; 
Channel  9.  186-192  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary: 
KENI-TV,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 
BPTTV-781219IA  (K09KN)  Dryden,  Wash¬ 
ington.  Upper  Wenatchee  Valley  TV  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Inc.  Req:  Change  frequency  to 
Channel  8.  180-186  MHz. 

BPTTV-781219IB  (KllKZ)  Dryden,  Wash¬ 
ington,  Upper  Wenatchee  Valley  TV  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Inc.  Req:  Change  frequency  to 
Channel  10. 129-198  MHz. 
BPTTV-781219IC  (K13LH)  Dryden.  Wash¬ 
ington.  Upper  Wenatchee  Valley  TV  Asso¬ 
ciation.  Inc.  Req:  Change  frequency  to 
Channel  12.  204-210  MHz. 

UFH  TV  Translator  Applications 

BPTT-3641  (new)  Ukiah,  California.  Televi¬ 
sion  Improvement  Association.  Req:  Chan¬ 
nel  67,  788-794  MHz.  20  watts.  Primary: 
KGSC-TV,  San  Jose,  California. 
BPTT-3642  (K70PG)  Ukiah.  California. 
Television  Improvement  Association.  Req: 
Change  primary  TV  Station  to  KNTV-TV, 
Channel  11,  San  Jose.  California. 
BPTT-780905IE  (new)  Antimony.  Utah. 
University  of  Utah.  Req:  Channel  56,  722- 
728  MHz.  20  watts.  Primary:  KUED-TV, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

BPTT-780907IC  (K70AW)  LaGrande. 

Oregon.  Grand  Ronde  Television  Associ¬ 
ation,  Inc.  Req:  Change  frequency  to 
Channel  60,  746-752  MHz. 

BPTT-780907ID  (K76AE)  LaGrande. 

Oregon.  Grand  Ronde  Television  Associ¬ 
ation.  Inc.  Req:  Change  frequency  to 
Channel  58.  734-740  MHz. 

BPTT-780907IE  (K80AW)  LaGrande. 

Oregon,  Grande  Ronde  Television  Associ¬ 
ation,  Inc.  Req:  Change  frequency  to 
Channel  56.  722-728  MHz. 

BPTT-780922IB  (new)  Letcher.  Kentucky. 
Kentucky  Authority  For  Educational 
Television.  Req:  Channel  67,  788-794  MHz. 
10  watts.  Primary:  WKHA-TV.  Hazard. 
Kentucky. 
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BPTT-780928IG  (new)  Cawood  &  Cranks 
Rural  Area,  Kentucky,  Kentucky  Authori¬ 
ty  For  Educational  Television.  Req:  Chan¬ 
nel  66,  782-788  MHa,  10  watts.  Primary: 
WKHA-TV.  Hasard.  Kentucky. 

BPTT-781013IP  (new)  Verde  Valley,  Camp 
Verde,  Rimrock,  Comville,  Arizona,  Verde 
Valley  TV  Club  Conomittee.  Req:  Channel 
59,  740-746  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary: 
KTVK-TV,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

BPTT-781013IG  (new)  Verde  Valley,  Camp 
Verde,  Rimrock  &  Comville,  Arizona, 

Verde  Valley  TV  Club  Committee.  Req: 
Channel  61,  752-758  MHz,  10  watts.  Pri¬ 
mary:  KPHO-TV,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

BPTT-781013IH  (new)  Verde  Valley,  Camp 
Verde,  Rimrock  dc  Comville,  Arizona, 

Verde  Valley  TV  Club  Committee.  Req: 
Channel  63,  764-770  MHz,  10  watts.  Pri¬ 
mary:  KAET-TV,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

BPTT-781013II  (new)  Verde  Valley,  Camp 
Verde,  Rimrock  &  Comville,  Arizona, 

Verde  Valley  TV  Club  XJommittee.  Req: 
Channel  65,  776-782  MHz,  10  watts.  Pri¬ 
mary:  KOOL-TV,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

BPTT-781013IJ  (new)  Verde  Valley,  Camp 
Verde,  Rimrock'  &  Comville,  Arizona, 

Verde  Valley  TV  CJlub  Committee.  Req: 
Channel  67,  788-794  MHz,  10  watts.  Pri¬ 
mary:  KTAR-TV,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

BPTT-781016IA  (new)  St.  James,  Minneso¬ 
ta,  Hubbard  Broadcasting,  Inc.  Req:  Chan¬ 
nel  38,  614-620  MHz,  1000  watts.  Primary: 
KSTP-TV,  St.  Paul.  Minnesota. 

BPTT-781114IB  (K74BU)  Rockaway  &  Vi¬ 
cinity,  Oregon,  North  Tillamook  County 
TV  Translators,  Inc.  Req:  Change  princi¬ 
pal  community  to  Manzanita  &  Vicinity, 
Oregon  and  increase  output  power  to  100 
W&tts 

BPTT-781219ID  (K81B1)  Leadville,  Buena 
Vista,  Salida  &  Alamosa,  Colorado  Pikes 
Peak  Broadcasting,  Co.  Req:  Add  Mosca, 
Colorado  to  present  principal  community. 

BPTT-790115IA  (new)  San  Jose,  Los  Gatos, 
Santa  C3ara,  Saratoga,  Los  Altos,  Sunny¬ 
vale,  Palo  Alto  &  Mountain  View.  Califor¬ 
nia,  KNTV,  Inc.  Req:  Change  frequency  to 
Channel  22,  518-524  MHz. 

BMPTT-780818IA  (W65AI)  Bolivar  &  Rich- 
burg,  New  York,  Board  of  Cooperative 
Educational  Services  of  Allegany  County. 
Req:  Change  frequency  to  Channel  68, 
794-800  MHz. 

FM  Translator  Applications 

BPFT-780905IB  (new)  Bishop,  California, 
Melvin  L.  Lindsey.  Req:  Channel  221,  92.1 
MHz,  1  watt.  Primary:  KSRN-FM,  Reno, 
Nevada. 

BPFT-780906IB  (new)  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico,  David  Briggs.  Req:  Channel  269, 
101.7  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KBSO-FM, 
Espanola,  New  Mexico. 

BPPT-780907IA  (new)  Altoona,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  Calvary  Baptist  Church.  Req:  Chan¬ 
nel  272,  102.3  MHz,  1  watt.  Primary: 
WDBA-FM,  DuBois,  Pennsylvania. 

BPPTB-781024IA  (new)  La  Jolia,  California, 
KGB.  Incorporated.  Req:  Channel  268, 
101.5  MHz,  10  watts.  Primary:  KGB-FM, 
San  Diego,  California. 

VHF  TV  Translator  Applications 

BPTTV-780911IH  (K13KS)  Nenana,  Alaska. 
Midnight  Sun  Broadcasters,  Inc.  Req: 
Change  name  to  City  of  Anderson,  add 
Anderson.  Alaska  to  present  principal 
community,  increase  output  power  to  10 
watts. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5379  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  amJ 
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{6450-01 -M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regukrtory  Connnistien 
[Docket  No.  CI79-221] 

ARKANSAS  LOUISIANA  GAS  CO. 

Petition  for  Deckuotory  Order 

Pebruahy  8, 1979. 

On  January  15,  1979,  Arkansas  Lou¬ 
isiana  Gas  Company  (Arkla)  filed  a  pe¬ 
tition  pursuant  to  Section  1.7(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedime  (18  CPR  1.7(c))  requesting 
that  the  Commission  issue  an  order  re¬ 
solving  certain  regulatory  issues  in¬ 
volved  in  a  controversy  arising  out  of  a 
bankruptcy  application  filed  by  Leben 
Oil  Corporation  (Leben),  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  Tilco,  Inc.  (Tilco). 

Arkla  states  that  Leben  filed  an  ap¬ 
plication,  through  Howard  T.  Carey, 
the  trustee  in  bankruptcy  for  lllco,  to 
reject  both  interstate  and  intrastate 
gas  purchase  agreements  made  be¬ 
tween  itself  and  Arkla.  The  Bankrupt¬ 
cy  court,  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kansas,  is  currently  considering  this 
application  in  The  Matter  of  Tilco, 
Inc.,  Case  No.  23,  662-B-2.  Arkla  fur¬ 
ther  states  that,  under  the  Bankrupt¬ 
cy  Act,  contracts  can  be  rejected  only 
upon  a  finding  that  the  rejection 
would  be  beneficial  to  the  bankrupt, 
which  finding,  Arkla  asserts,  assumes 
an  entitlement  to  a  higher  rate.  Arkla 
requests  that  the  Commission  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  continuing  service 
obligation  imposed  by  §  7  of  NGA 
would  apply  if  the  contracts  were  re¬ 
jected  and  whether  the  successor  to 
Leben’s  contracts  is  entitled  to  a 
higher  rate  under  either  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  (NGA)  or  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  (NGPA). 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  to  amend  should  on  or 
before  March  1,  1979,  file  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission 
will  be  considered  by  it  in  determining 
the  appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but 
will  not  ser\'e  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

•  [FR  Doc.  79-5481  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01 -M] 

Fadaral  Energy  Rogolatery  Commlssioa 

[Docket  No.  ER79-168] 

CENTRAL  KANSAS  POWER  CO.,  INC. 

Notka  of  Filing  of  kiterconnaction  Agreement 
and  Rote  Schedules 

February  7,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  23, 
1979,  Central  Kansas  Power  Company, 
Inc.  (CKP)  tendered  for  filing,  intend¬ 
ed  as  initial  rate  schedules,  an  Inter¬ 
connection  Contract  between  CKP 
and  the  City  of  Colby.  Kansas,  togeth¬ 
er  with  Service  Schedule  A— Firm 
Service  and  a  Letter  of  Intent  dated 
May  11,  1978  in  supplement  thereof. 
Service  Schedule  B— Economy  Energy 
Service  and  Service  Schedule  C— 
Emergency  Service.  The  requested  ef¬ 
fective  date  is  February  1, 1977. 

CKP  states  that  under  Service 
Schedule  A,  as  supplemented  by  the 
Letter  of  Intent,  it  will  furnish  to  the 
City  of  Colby  a  maximum  of  1.9  MW 
of  capacity  from  June  1,  1978  through 
May  31,  1979.  Service  Schedule  B  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  purchase  and  sale  of 
economy  energy  when  mutually  de¬ 
sired  by  both  parties,  on  a  "dividing- 
the-savings”  basis.  Service  Schedule  C 
provides  for  the  service  under  emer¬ 
gency  conditions  (as  therein  defined) 
where  one  of  the  parties  is  temporar¬ 
ily  unable  to  obtain  power  and  energy 
from  sources  normally  available. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  16,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5502  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  ER77-5291 
COLUMBUS  4  SOUTHERN  OHIO  ELECTRIC  CO. 
Notice  of  Fropoted  Settlement  Agreement 

February  13, 1979. 
Take  notice  that  on  January  26, 
1979,  Columbus  &  Southern  Electric 
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Company  and  its  wholesale  customers 
filed  for  approval  by  the  Commission 
an  executed  Settlement  Agreement 
purporting  to  resolve  all  issues  present 
in  this  docket.  On  January  31.  1979, 
the  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  in  this  proceeding  certified  the 
Settlement  Agreement  and  the  record 
in  this  proceeding  to  the  Commission 
for  approval. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  settlement  proposal 
should  file  comments  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  N.E.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  before  March 
12,  1979.  Comments  will  be  considered 
by  the  Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies 
of  this  proposal  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

tFR  Doc.  79-5482  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  ER79-182] 
COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Notic*  of  Propotod  Tariff  Change 

February  12,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  Commonwealth 
Edison  Company  (Com  Ed)  on  Janu¬ 
ary  30,  1979  Tendered  for  filing  pro¬ 
posed  changes  in  its  FERC  Electric 
Service  Tariff,  Rate  78.  The  proposed 
changes  would  increase  revenues  from 
jurisdictional'  sales  and  service  by 
$5,500,000  based  on  the  12-month 
period  ending  March  31,  1979,  accord¬ 
ing  to  Com  Ed. 

The  proposed  increase  in  charges  is 
made  necessary  by  increases  in  operat¬ 
ing  costs,  investment  and  money  costs 
which  have  been  experienced  by  Com¬ 
monwealth  Edison  Company  in  provid¬ 
ing  electric  service,  according  to  Com 
Ed. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  public  utility’s  Jurisdictional  cus¬ 
tomers  and  the  Illinois  Commerce 
Commission  according  to  Com  Ed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  street, 
N.E..  Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  February  23,  1979. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 


intervene.  Copies  of  this  application 
are  of  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  availalbe  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5483  FUed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  ER79-179] 

CONSOUDATED  EDISON  CO.  OF  NEW  YORK, 
INC 

Natica  af  FNIitg 

February  12, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  Consolidated 
Edison  Company  of  New  York,  Inc. 
(Con  Edison)  on  January  29,  1979,  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  a  rate  schedule  for  the 
sale  to  the  Power  Authority*  of  the 
State  of  New  York  (PASNY)  of  emer¬ 
gency  capability  and  associated  energy 
during  the  period  January  26,  1979- 
1996,  and  thereafter,  and  of  return 
power  and  energy  during  the  summer 
periods  of  the  years  1982-1996,  and 
thereafter.  Con  Edison  states  that  any 
sales  by  Con  Edison  to  PASNY  will  be 
to  assist  PASNY  in  meeting  its  obliga¬ 
tions  to  the  Quebec  Hydro-Electric 
Commission  and  will  be  incidental  to 
PASNY  sales  to  Con  Edison. 

Con  Edison  requests  an  effective 
date  of  January  26,  1979,  and  there¬ 
fore  requests  waiver  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  notice  requirements. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
PASNY  and  the  New  York  Service 
Commission,  according  to  Con  Edison. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  February  23,  1979. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5484  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-4)1 -M] 

(Docket  No.  ER79-177] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Natka  af  Filing 

February  12, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  29, 
1979,  Consumers  Power  Company 
(Consumers)  tendered  for  filing  a 
Letter  Agreement  between  Consumers 
and  Edison  Sault  Electric  Company 
providing  for  an  increase  in  contract 
capacity  reservation  from  36,000  kW 
to  43,000  kW.  effective  January  22, 
1979. 

Consumers  states  that  the  increase 
in  capacity  reservation  is  required  to 
provide  for  the  growth  in  load  on 
Edison  Sault  Electric  Company’s 
system. 

Consumers  proposes  an  effective 
date  of  January  22.  1979,  and  there¬ 
fore  requests  waiver  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  notice  requirements. 

Consumers  fuHher  states  that  copies 
of  the  filing  were  served  on  Edison 
Sault  Electric  Company  and  the 
Michigan  Public  Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street.  N.E.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce-- 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  23,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  lire  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5485  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  ER79-180] 
CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Natica  af  Prapatod  Tariff  Change 

February  12. 1979. 

Take  notice  that  Consumers  Power 
Company  (Consumers)  on  January  29, 
1979,  tendered  for  filing  a  revision  to 
the  monthly  fixed  facilities  charge  due 
Consumers  from  Wolverine  Electric 
Cooperative,  Inc.,  under  the  terms  of 
the  Blendon  Interconnection  Facilities 
Agreement  (designated  Supplement 
No.  16  to  Consumers  Power  Company 
Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  34). 
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Consumers  states  that  due  to  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  actual  installed  cost  of 
certain  facilities  owned  by  Consumers 
used  to  provide  service  at  the  Blendon 
intercormection  point,  and  to  the  rede¬ 
termination  of  the  annual  fixed 
charge  rate,  effective  May  1.  1978.  the 
monthly  fixed  facilities  charge  is  re¬ 
duced  from  $6,966  to  $6,601. 

Consumers  respectfully  requests 
that  the  notice  requirements  of  sec¬ 
tion  35.3  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  be  waived,  and 
that  the  revision  to  the  monthly  fixed 
facilities  charge  due  to  determination 
of  the  actual  installed  cost  of  the  facil¬ 
ities  be  made  effective  April  7,  1978, 
and  the  redetermination  of  the  fixed 
charge  rate  be  made  effective  on  May 
1.  1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  23,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5488  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 

[  6450-01 -M] 

(Docket  No.  CP79-175] 

DELHI  GAS  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Notlc*  of  Potilion  for  Declaratory  Order 

February  14, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  5, 
1979,  Delhi  Gas  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Petitioner),  Fidelity  Union  Tower. 
Dallas,  Texas  75201,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP79^175  a  petition  for  a  declara¬ 
tory  order  to  the  effect  that  since  De¬ 
cember  1,  1978,  Petitioner  is  and  has 
been  an  “intrastate  pipeline’’  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Section  2(16)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  petition  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection.  Petitioner  states 
that  an  order,  as  requested,  is  essential 
to  permit  Petitioner  to  continue  to 
transport  gas  for  interstate  pipelines 
pursuant  to  Section  311(a)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978,  to  assign 
gas  purchase  contracts  pursuant  to 
Section  312  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
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Act  of  1978,  and  to  sell  gas  to  inter¬ 
state  pip>elines  pursuant  to  Section 
311(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act 
of  1978. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  is  a  natural 
gas  pipeline  company,  engaged  in  the 
gathering,  treating,  compressing, 
transporting,  and  delivering  of  natural 
gas  in  the  intrastate  market,  principal¬ 
ly  in  Texas  and  Oklahoma.  It  is  said  to 
operate  a  number  of  non-interconnect- 
ed,  non-integrated  pipeline  systems. 
All  of  the  purchased  system  gas  is  said 
to  be  transported,  delivered,  and  con¬ 
sumed  in  the  state  in  which  it  is  pro¬ 
duced.  Petitioner’s  only  interstate  gas 
sales  are  said  to  have  been  made 
within  the  contemplation  of  Section 
2.68  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Policy  and  Interpretations,  Section 
157.22  of  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  or  Section  6  of  the 
Emergency  Natural  Gas  Act  of  1977. 

Petitioner  states  that  on  December 
12.  1978,  it  implemented  an  agreement 
assigning  certain  of  its  contractual 
rights  to  purchase  gas  to  United  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Company  (United)  on  an  in¬ 
terruptible  basis  for  120  days.  The  gas 
assigned  pursuant  to  that  agreement 
is  said  to  have  been  declared  surplus 
by  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas. 
The  petition  states  that  the  agree¬ 
ment  pertains  to  200,000  Mcf  of  gas 
per  day  and  that  Petitioner  is  current¬ 
ly  delivering  approximately  50,000  Mcf 
of  this  gas  per  day  to  United.  "The  peti¬ 
tion  further  states  that  pursuant  to  an 
agreement  within  the  contemplation 
of  Section  311(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978,  Petitioner  is  trans¬ 
porting  the  assigned  gas  for  United. 
Petitioner  states  further  that  it  is  cur¬ 
rently  negotiating  a  similar  new  as- 
siguunent  and  transportation  agree¬ 
ment  with  United  for  a  period  of 
longer  than  120  days  and  that  it  is  ne¬ 
gotiating  with  other  interstate  pipe¬ 
lines  to  sell  or  assign  gas  pursuant  to 
Section  311(b)  or  Section  312  and 
transport  gas  pursuant  to  Section 
311(a)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act 
of  1978. 

In  support  of  its  request  for  a  de¬ 
claratory  order  Petitioner  states  that 
in  1967  it  entered  into  an  exchange 
agreement  with  Lo-Vaca  Gathering 
Company  (Lo-Vaca)  to  receive  Inter¬ 
state  natural  gas  from  Transcontinen¬ 
tal  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation 
(Transco)  for  Lo-Vaca’s  account  (for 
redelivery  to  one  of  Lo-Vaca’s  custom¬ 
ers)  into  its  Blessing-Victoria  system. 
That  gas  is  said  not  to  have  been  pur¬ 
chased  by  Petitioner  and  not  to  have 
been  commingled  with  gas  in  any  of 
Petitioner’s  other  pipeline  systems.  In 
order  to  receive  the  exchange  gas  for 
Lo-Vaca,  Petitioner  states,  it  applied 
for  and  received  a  declaration  of  ex¬ 
emption  with  respect  to  the  Blessing- 
Victoria  system  from  the  Federal 
Power  Commission  (FPC)  pursuant  to 


Section  1(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  of 
1967  prior  to  Petitioner’s  receipt  of 
any  gas  from  Transco.  Petitioner  al¬ 
leges  that  at  no  time  before  or  since 
the  FPC  granted  the  declaration  of  ex¬ 
emption  has  the  Railroad  Commission 
of  Texas  for  the  purposes  of  Section 
1(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  certified 
to  the  FPC  that  the  Railroad  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Texas  had  or  was  exercising  Ju¬ 
risdiction  over  any  other  system  or  op¬ 
erations  of  Petitioner.  Petitioner 
states  that  no  gas  has  been  received 
from  Transco  for  the  account  of  Lo- 
Vaca  for  several  years  and  that  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  agreement  with  Lo-Vaca  was 
terminated  in  1975. 

In  July  1977  Petitioner  and  United 
are  said  to  have  entered  into  a  season¬ 
al/locational  exchange  agreement  pur¬ 
suant  to  which  during  the  winter 
months  Petitioner  would  deliver  gas  to 
United  from  its  East  Texas  systems 
and  during  the  summer  months  Peti¬ 
tioner  would  receive  an  equivalent 
quantity  of  gas  from  United  Into  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  Blessing- Victoria  system.  This 
service  is  said  to  have  been  certificated 
by  the  Commission  on  January  16. 
1978,  for  one  year.  Petitioner  states 
that  it  began  making  deliveries  to 
United  in  June  1978  and  that  it  has  re¬ 
ceived  no  gas  back  from  United. 

The  instant  petition  states  that  at 
no  time  has  Petitioner  ever  purchased 
any  interstate  gas.  that  it  has  had  no 
exempted  gas  (within  the  contempla¬ 
tion  of  Section  1(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act)  in  its  Blessing- Victoria  system  for 
the  past  several  years,  and  that  the 
1967  exchange  gas  in  the  Blessing-Vic¬ 
toria  system  was  never  commingled 
with  gas  in  any  part  of  any  other 
system  of  Petitioner.  On  December  26, 
1978,  the  facilities  comprising  the 
Blessing- Victoria  system  of  Petitioner 
were  transferred  by  Petitioner  to  B-V 
Gathering.  Inc.,  Petitioner  states.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  Petitioner  asks  that  the 
Commission  find  and  conclude  that 
Petitioner  is  an  intrastate  pipeline  for 
reasons  other  than  solely  because  of 
the  declaration  of  exemption  issued 
pursuant  to  Section  1(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before 
March  7,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
Intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  consid¬ 
ered  by  it  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or 
to  participate  as  a  party  in  any  hear¬ 
ing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to  in- 
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tervene  In  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5487  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-181] 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing 

February  12, 1979, 

Take  notice  that  Duke  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Duke  Power)  tendered  for  filing 
on  January  29,  1979  a  supplement  to 
the  Company’s  Electric  Power  Con¬ 
tract  with  York  Electric  Cooperative, 
Inc.  Duke  Power  states  that  this  con¬ 
tract  is  on  file  with  the  Conunission 
and  has  been  designated  Duke  Power 
Company  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  146. 

Duke  Power  further  states  that  the 
Company’s  contract  supplement,  made 
at  the  request  of  the  customer  and 
with  agreement  obtained  from  the  cus-  * 
tomer,  provides  for  the  following  In¬ 
creases  in  designated  demand:  Deliv¬ 
ery  Point  No.  1,  from  3,100  Kw  to 

3.700  Kw,  Delivery  Point  No.  3  from 

4.500  Kw  to  5,500  Kw,  Delivery  Point 
No.  4  from  7,000  Kw  to  10,000  Kw,  De¬ 
livery  Point  No.  5  from  3,300  Kw  to 
4,800  Kw,  Delivery  Point  No.  6  from 

6.500  Kw  to  10,200  Kw,  Delivery  Point 
No.  7  from  2,400  Kw  to  3,500  Kw,  De¬ 
livery  Point  No.  8  from  1,400  Kw  to 

1.700  Kw,  Delivery  Point  No.  9  from 

1.500  Kw  to  2,600  Kw,  and  Delivery 
Point  No.  10  from  3,400  Kw  to  4;500 
Kw. 

Duke  Power  indicates  that  this  sup¬ 
plement  also  includes  an  estimate  of 
sales  and  revenue  for  twelve  months 
immediately  preceding  and  for  the 
twelve  months  immediately  succeeding 
the  effective  date.  Duke  Power  pro¬ 
poses  and  effective  date  of  March  20, 
1979. 

According  to  Duke  Power  Copies  of 
this  filing  were  mailed  to  York  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative,  Inc.  and  the  South 
Carolina  Public  Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  23,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
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the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5503  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-591] 

EMPIRE  DISTRICT  ELECTRIC 
Notice  of  Compliance  Filing 

February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  the  Empire  District 
Electric  Company  on  January  29,  1979, 
tendered  for  filing  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (c)  of  the  Commission’s  Order 
of  October  27,  1978,  revisions  of  FERC 
Electric  Tariff  Original  Volume  No.  1. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  pro¬ 
test  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  N.E..  Washington.  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  February  28,  1979.  Pro¬ 
tests  will  be  considered  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  determining  the  appropri¬ 
ate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5488  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-1851 
FLORIDA  POWER  R  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Cancelleilion  of  Delivery  Point 

February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  1, 
1979,  Florida  Power  «fe  Light  Company 
(PTL)  submitted  a  notice  of  cancella¬ 
tion  of  a  delivery  point  for  service  to 
Glades  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  at 
South  of  Clewlston.  FPL  states  that 
effective  January  24,  1979,  service  for¬ 
merly  provided  at  this  point  of  deliv¬ 
ery  was  transferred  to  the  Clewiston 
point  of  delivery. 

FPL  requests  waiver  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  notice  requirement  to  allow  Ex-, 
hibit  A  of  FPL’s  Electric  Tariff  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1  which  is  appli¬ 
cable  to  South  of  Clewiston  to  be  can¬ 
celled  effective  January  24,  1979,  the 
date  upon  which  service  to  South  of 
Clewiston  ceased. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion.  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
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with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  26,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serv^  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5490  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-187] 

HARTFORD  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Purchase  Agreement 

February  12. 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  2, 
1979,  The  Hartford  Electric  Light 
Company  (HELCO)  tendered  for  filing 
a  proposed  Purchase  Agreement  with 
Respect  to  Middletown  Station  (Pur¬ 
chase  Agreement),  dated  November  1, 

1978,  between  HELCO  and  Washing¬ 
ton  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (WEC). 

HELCO  states  that  the  Purchase 
Agreement  provides  for  a  sale  to  WEC 
of  a  specified  percentage  of  capacity 
and  energy  from  four  oil-fired  steam 
generating  units  (Middletown  Unit 
Nos.  1,  2,  3  and  4)  during  the  period 
from  November  1,  1978  to  October  31, 

1979,  together  with  related  transmis¬ 
sion  service. 

HELCO  requests  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  waive  the  thirty-day  notice  period 
and  permit  the  schedule  filed  to 
become  effective  on  November  1,  1978. 

HELCO  states  that  the  capacity 
charge  rate  for  the  proposed  service  is 
a  rate  determined  on  a  cost-of -service 
basis.  The  monthly  transmission 
charge  is  equal  to  one-twelfth  of  the 
annual  average  unit  cost  of  transmis¬ 
sion  service  on  the  Northeast  Utilities 
(NU)  system  determined  in  accordance 
with  Section  13.9  of  the  New  England 
Power  Pool  (NEPOOL)  Agreement 
and  the  uniform  rules  adopted  by  the 
NEPOOL  Executive  Committee,  multi¬ 
plied  by  the  number  of  kilowatts  of 
winter  capability  which  WEC  is  enti¬ 
tled  to  receive.  The  energry  charge  is 
based  on  WEC’s  portion  of  the  appli¬ 
cable  fuel  expenses  and  no  special 
cost-of-service  studies  were  made  to 
derive  this  charge. 

HELCO  states  that  copies  of  this 
rate  schedule  have  been  mailed  or  de¬ 
livered  to  HELCO,  Hartford,  Connecti¬ 
cut  and  WEC,  East  Montpelier.  Ver¬ 
mont. 
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Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission.  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dures  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  26,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  appilication  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5504  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  ami 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-189] 

HARTFORD  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Amondmont  to  Purchase  Agreement 
With  Respect  to  Middletown  Station 

February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  5, 
1979,  The  Hartford  Electric  Light 
Company  (HELCO)  tendered  for  filing 
a  proposed  Amenment  to  Purchase 
Agreement  With  Respect  to  Middle- 
town  Station  (Amendment)  dated  No¬ 
vember  1,  1978  between  HELCO  and 
Village  of  Morrisville  Water  and  Light 
Department  (Morrisville). 

HELCO  states  that  a  change  has 
been  made  to  the  text  of  the  Purchase 
Agreement  With  Respect  to  Middle- 
town  Station  (Purchase  Agreement). 
The  change  increases  Morrisville’s  en¬ 
titlement  in  Middletown  Station  from 
500  kilowatts 'to  2,000  kilowatts  for  the 
period  from  November  1,  1978  to  Octo¬ 
ber  31.  1979. 

HELCO  states  that  they  were  not 
notified  to  Morrisville’s  intent  to  in¬ 
crease  their  entitlement  to  capacity  of 
Middletown  Station  until  a  date  which 
prevented  the  filing  of  the  Amend¬ 
ment  thirty  days  prior  to  the  expected 
effective  date  of  the  Amendment. 
Therefore,  HELCO  requests  that  the 
Commission  waive  the  thirty-day 
notice  period  and  permit  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  become  effective  as  of  Novem¬ 
ber  1.  1978. 

HELCO  states  that  copies  of  this 
rate  schedule  have  been  mailed  or  de¬ 
livered  to  HELCO,  Hartford,  Connecti¬ 
cut  and  Morrisville,  Horrisville,  Ver¬ 
mont. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 


mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  February  28,  1979. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceedings.  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene.  Copies  of  this  application 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5505  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  RA79-91 

H  A  K  OIL  CO.,  INC. 

Notica  af  Filing  af  Potition  for  Rtviaw  Undar 
42  U.S.C  7194 

February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  H  &  K  Oil  Compa¬ 
ny  (H  &,  K)  on  December  15,  1978  filed 
a  Petition  for  Review  under  42  U.S.C. 
§  7194(b)  (1977  Supp.)  from  an  order  of 
the  Secretary  of  Energy,  issued  on  Oc¬ 
tober  16,  1978,  denying  H  &  K’s  appli¬ 
cation  for  an  exception  from  the  Man¬ 
datory  Petroleum  Price  Regulations. 

Copies  of  the  petition  for  review 
have  been  served  on  the  Secretary,  De¬ 
partment  of  Energy,  and  all  partici¬ 
pants  in  prior  proceedings  before  the 
Secretary. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  with 
reference  to  such  filing  should  on  or 
before  March  2,  1979  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission.  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8).  Any  person  wishing 
to  become  a  party  or  to  participate  as 
a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene.  Such  petition  must  also  be 
served  on  the  parties  of  record  in  this 
proceeding  and  the  Secretary  of 
Energy  through  Gaynell  C.  Methvin, 
Deputy  General  Counsel  for  Enforce¬ 
ment,  Department  of  Energy,  12th 
and  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  N.W..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20461.  Copies  of  the  peti¬ 
tion  for  review  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  Room  1000,  825 
North  Capitol  St.,  N.E„  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5506  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-188] 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO. 

Nofica  of  Filing  Revised  Exhibit  B2 

February  13,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  Illinois  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Illinois  Power)  on  February  5, 
1979,  tendered  for  filing  Revised  Ex¬ 
hibit  B2  to  an  Interconnection  Agree¬ 
ment  dated  August  19,  1974  between 
Illinois  Power  Company  (Illinois 
Power)  and  the  City  of  Peru,  Illinois 
(Peru). 

Illinois  Power  states  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  filing  is  to  revise  the 
Agreement  to  reflect  the  actual  costs 
of  providing  the  interconnection  be¬ 
tween  the  parties. 

According  to  Illinois  Power,  copies  of 
this  filing  have  been  mailed  to  Peru 
and  the  Illinois  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Springfield,  Illinois. 

Illinois  Power  requests  an  effective 
date  of  November  8.  1978  and  there¬ 
fore  requests  waiver  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  notice  requirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  Petition  to  Intervene  or  Protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20246,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  February  28,  1979. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Copies  of  this  Applica¬ 
tion  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5491  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-190] 

ILLINOIS  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  Revised  Apendix  B 

February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  Illinois  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (Illinois  Power)  on  February  6, 
1979,  tendered  for  filing  Revised  Ap¬ 
pendix  B  to  an  Interconnection  Agree¬ 
ment  dated  January  17,  1956  between 
Illinois  Power  Company  (Illinois 
Power)  and  Central  Illinois  Public 
Service  Company  (CIPS). 

Illinois  Power  states  that  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  filing  is  to  revise  Appendix 
B  to  the  Agreement  to  reflect  the  cost 
of  reconductoring  0.85  miles  of  138  kV 
steel  tower  transmission  line  and  the 
relocation  of  an  Illinois  Power  substa- 
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tion  necessary  to  interconnect  the  fa- 
cilltes  of  Illinois  Power  and  CIPS.  This 
line  is  used  exclusively  by  CIPS. 

According  to  Illinois  Power,  copies  of 
this  filing  have  been  mailed  to  CIF*S 
and  the  Illinois  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Springfield,  Illinois. 

Illinois  Power  requests  an  effective 
date  of  May  15,  1977  and  therefore  re¬ 
quests  waiver  of  the  Commission’s 
notice  requirements. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  Petition  to  Intervene  or  Protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  February  28,  1979. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Copies  of  this  Applica¬ 
tion  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

FR  Doc.  79-5492  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-183] 

IOWA  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  «  POWER  CO. 

Notica  of  Proposed  Rote  Scheculo  Changes 

F’ebruary  12,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  Iowa  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company  on  January  31, 
1979  tendered  for  filing  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC)  proposed  changes  to  its  Rate 
Schedules  RES-1  and  RES-2  con¬ 
tained  within  its  FERC  Electric  Serv¬ 
ice  Tariff,  Original  Volume  No.  1.  The 
proposed  changes  would  increase  rev¬ 
enues  from  expected  jurisdictional 
sales  by  $914,422  for  the  12-month 
period  ending  June  30,  1978,  according 
to  Iowa  Electric. 

The  rea.sons  for  this  increase  in  Iowa 
Electric’s  rates  are  increased  costs  of 
capital  wages,  property,  and  payroll 
taxes,  and  fixed  costs  a.ssociated  with 
the  placing  in  service  of  generating 
facilities  necessary  to  meet  its  custom¬ 
ers’  requirements.  The  Company  con¬ 
tends  that  increased  revenues  are  nec¬ 
essary  to  provide  a  reasonable  return 
to  the  Company  and  its  investors. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served 
upon  the  Company’s  jurisdictional 
customers  and  the  Iowa  State  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  according  to  Iowa 
Electric. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  23,  1979.  Protests 
shall  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action 
to  be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5493  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-186] 
LOUISIANA  POWER  A  LIGHT  CO. 

Notic*  of  Proposed  Agreement  Between  the 

City  of  Lafayette  and  Louisiana  Power  A 

Light  Co. 

February  13,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  2. 
1979,  the  Louisiana  Power  &  Light 
Company  (LP«&L)  tendered  for  filing 
an  Agreement  dated  June  5,  1978  pro¬ 
viding  for  the  transmission  of  electric 
service  to  the  Town  of  Jonesboro,  Lou¬ 
isiana  (Town)  from  the  City  of  La¬ 
fayette.  Louisiana  (City). 

LP&L  stated  that  a  copy  of  this 
filing  was  mailed  to  the  City  of  La¬ 
fayette,  Louisiana. 

Waiver  of  the  Commission’s  notice 
requirements  is  requested  to  allow  for 
an  effective  date  of  June  19,  1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protest  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  26.  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5494  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  RP78-77) 

MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Proposed  Change'  in  Rates 

February  12,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  26, 1979 
Mississippi  River  Transmission  Corpo¬ 
ration  (“Mississippi”)  filed  Third  Sub¬ 
stitute  Seventieth  Revised  Sheet  No. 
3A  and  Substitute  Seventy-First  Re¬ 
vised  Sheet  No.  3 A  to  its  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  Gas 
Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1, 
which  bear  effective  dates  of  January 
1,  1979  and  February  1,  1979,  respec¬ 
tively. 

Mississippi  states  that  Third  Substi¬ 
tute  Seventieth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
is  being  submitted  in  accordance  with 
a  Commission  Letter  Order  dated  Jan¬ 
uary  12,  1979,  accepting  Mississippi’s 
Second  Substitute  Seventieth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3A,  effective  January  1, 
1979,  subject  to  downward  modifica¬ 
tion  to  reflect  proper  pipeline  rates 
being  incurred  on  that  date.  Mississip¬ 
pi  has  received  a  rate  change  filing 
from  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  differ¬ 
ent  from  rates  included  in  the  Second 
Substitute  Seventieth  Revised  Sheet 
No.  3A.  and  a  new  rate  change  filing 
from  Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of 
America.  Both  filings  carry  proposed 
effective  dates  of  January  1.  1979,  the 
same  effective  date  as  Mississippi’s  re¬ 
vised  rates. 

Mississippi  states  that  Substitute 
Seventy-First  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A  is 
being  submitted  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  reflecting  the  appropriate  cumula¬ 
tive  cost  adjustment  in  a  PGA  rate 
change  filing  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  December  19,  1978  to  track 
a  rate  change  filing  of  Trunkline  Gas 
Company  which  carried  a  proposed  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  February  1,  1979.  This 
change  is  necessitated  by  virtue  of  the 
revised  pipeline  supplier  rates  submit¬ 
ted  by  Mississippi  to  become  effective 
January  1,  1979. 

Mississippi  has  requested  waiver  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions,  to  the  extent  necessary,  in  order 
that  the  tariff  sheets  included  in  the 
instant  filing  may  become  effective  on 
the  dates  proposed. 

Mississsip^i  has  informed  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  copies  of  its  filing,  includ¬ 
ing  computations  in  support  thereof, 
have  been  served  on  its  jurisdictional 
customers  and  the  State  Commissions 
of  Arkansas.  Illinois  and  Missouri. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Section  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1,10).  All  such  peti- 
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tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  22,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.  79-5507  Piled  2-21-79:  8:45  am] 

[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  TC79-3] 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP. 

Notice  of  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order 

February  12,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  30, 
1979,  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Cor¬ 
poration  (Petitioner),  10  Lafayette 
Square,  Buffalo,  New  York  14240,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  TC79-3  a  petition  for  a 
declaratory  order  to  the  effect  that 
the  natural  gas  it  receives  and  trans¬ 
ports  in  furtherance  of  the  agreement 
of  January  19,  1979,  between  National 
Fuel  Gas  Distribution  Corporation 
(Distribution)  and  Consolidated 
Edison  Company  of  New  York,  Inc. 
(Con  Edison),  the  subject  of  a  petition  ■ 
for  declaratory  order  filed  in  Docket 
No.  TC79-2,  will  not  be  considered  as 
either  a  supply  or  a  market  in  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  market-supply  profile  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  past,  present,  or  future  alloca¬ 
tion  plans  on  any  system  of  Petition¬ 
er’s  own  suppliers,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  petition  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

The  petition  states  that  pursuant  to 
the  agreement  of  January  19,  1979, 
Con  Edison  will  purchase  30,000  to 
75,000  dekatherms  equivalent  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  per  day  from  Distribution  for 
two  years  to  displace  imported  oil  as 
fule  for  the  generation  of  election 
power  and  steam  and  that  the  sale  of 
such  gas  will  be  on  a  best-efforts  basis 
when  gas  is  available  in  excess  of  the 
quantities  needed  to  serve  the  antici¬ 
pated  needs  for  Distribution’s  custom¬ 
ers  and  the  storage  customers  of  Peti¬ 
tion  and  of  National  Gas  Storage  Cor¬ 
poration.  Deliveries  from  Distribution 
to  Con  Edison  would  be  effected  ini¬ 
tially  through  Petitioner  w'hich  would 
transport  the  gas  to  others  for  ulti¬ 
mate  delivery  to  Con  Edison,  at  no 
cost  to  Distribution.  Petitioner  states 
that  it  would  transport  the  gas  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  311(a)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  petition  should  on  or  before  Feb¬ 


ruary  22,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
made  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5508  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  Nos.  CP78-124,.CP78-123,  el  aU 

NORTHERN  BORDER  PIPELINE  CO. 

Notica  of  Application 

February  12,  1979. 

•  Take  notice  that  on  January  26, 
1979,  Northern  Border  Pipeline  Com¬ 
pany  (Applicant),  2223  Dodge  Street, 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68102,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP78-124  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  for  the  transfer  of  interest 
to  Applicant  in  the  conditional  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessi¬ 
ty  issued  in  said  docket  on  December 
16,  1977,  and  for  authority  to  con¬ 
struct  a  portion  of  what  w'^ould  be  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  segment  of  the  Alaska  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Transportation  System  for  the 
purpose  of  transporting  Canadian  gas 
from  Alberta  prior  to  the  time  of  com¬ 
mencement  of  delivery  of  Alaskan  gas 
to  the  lower  48  states,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  been  re¬ 
organized  so  as  to  create,  in  effect,  a 
new  partnership  distinct  from  the 
partnership  granted  the  conditional 
certificate  issued  December  16,  1977, 
although  retaining  the  same  name  for 
continuity  and  identification.  It  is  in¬ 
dicated  that  the  new  partnership  con¬ 
sists  of  four  partners  which  are  subsid¬ 
iaries  of  Northern  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
pany  (Northern),  Northwest  Energy 
Company,  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipeline 
.Company  (Panhandle),  and  United 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (United).  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  Applicant  requests  that  the 
new  partnership  succeed  to  all  right, 
title  and  interest  in  and  to  the  condi¬ 
tional  certificate  issued  December  16, 
1977. 


Further,  Applicant  requests  that  an 
amended  certificate  be  issued  to  it  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  of  facilities 
required  to  transport  gas  to  be  import¬ 
ed  from  Canada  pursuant  to  import 
authorization  granted  to  Northwest 
Alaskan  Pipeline  Company  (Northwest 
Alaskan)  in  Docket  No.  CP78-123,  et 
aL  Applicant  proposes  to  construct  ap¬ 
proximately  809  miles  of  42-lnch  pipe¬ 
line  extending  from  a  point  near  Port 
of  Morgan,  Montana,  to  a  point  near 
Ventura,  Iowa,  along  precisely  the 
same  route  as  that  authorized  by  the 
President’s  Decision  and  Report  on  an 
Alaskan  Natural  Gas  Transportation 
System  and  one  16,200  horsepower 
compressor  station  in  MacKenzie 
County,  North  Dakota.  It  is  indicated 
that  the  estimated  total  capital  cost  of 
the  facilities  is  approximately 
$770,000,000  in  1975  constant  dollars, 
the  cost  estimating  basis  on  w'hich  the 
President’s  Decision  was  based.  Appli¬ 
cant  anticipates  the  actual  total  capi¬ 
tal  cost  to  be  incurred  prior  to  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  facilities  would  be 
approximately  $1,400,000,000,  includ¬ 
ing  AFUDC  based  on  a  January  1980 
to  November  1981  construction  sched¬ 
ule. 

Applicant  states  that  the  facilities 
proposed  are  required  to  transport 
800,000  Mcf  per  day  of  Canadian  gas 
to  be  purchased  by  Northwest  Alaskan 
from  Pan-Alberta  Gas,  Ltd.,  of 
Canada,  and  resold  by  Northwest  Alas¬ 
kan  at  Monchy,  Saskatchewan  to 
United,  Northern,  and  Panhandle. 

Applicant  proposes  to  finance  the 
proposed  facilities  on  a  “project  fi¬ 
nancing”  basis,  with  equity  funds 
being  subscribed  by  the  partnership 
participants,  in  pror>ortions  to  be 
agreed  upon  among  them  and  debt 
funds  being  obtained  by  Applicant 
from  traditional  sources. 

Applicant  alleges  that  transporta¬ 
tion  of  Canadian  gas  through  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  is  specifically  described 
as  an  advantage  in  the  President’s  De¬ 
cision  on  an  Alaskan  Natural  Gas 
Transportation  System.  Applicant  fur¬ 
ther  alleges  that  such  early  construc¬ 
tion  would  greatly  facilitate  the  fi¬ 
nancing  of  the  Alaskan  System  in  its 
entirety  and  would  also  significantly 
improve  the  economics  of  transporting 
Alaskan  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  2,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
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action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules.  Persons  who  have  hereto¬ 
fore  intervened  in  the  proceedings  in 
Docket  No.  CP78-123,  et  oL,  need  not 
do  so  again. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary 

[PR  Doc.  79-5509  Piled  2-21-79:  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-1501 
NORTHWf  ST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  14, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  17, 
1979,  Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP79-150  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  certain 
facilities  and  the  transportation  of 
natural  gas  for  itself  and  for  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Company  (Northern),  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  indicates  that  Northern 
has  acquired  approximately  50  percent 
of  the  gas  reserves  presently  devel¬ 
oped  or  to  be  developed  in  the  Painter 
Reservoir  Field  of  Uintah  County,  Wy¬ 
oming,  and  that  Applicant  proposes 
herein  to  provide  a  transportation 
service  for  Northern  of  up  to  35,000 
Mcf  of  gas  per  day  from  the  Painter, 
Reservoir  Field.  It  is  shown  that  Ap¬ 
plicant  would  construct  and  operate 
facilities  and  transport  gas  from  the 
Painter  Reservoir  Field  through  such 
facilities  and  through  Applicant’s 
mainline  facilities  for  redelivery  to  El 
Paso  Natural  Gas  Company  (El  Paso) 
at  an  existing  point  of  interconnection 
in  La  Plata  County,  Colorado,  for 
Northern’s  account,  for  further  trans¬ 
portation  and/or  exchange  El  Paso  for 
ultimate  redelivery  to  Northern.  Deliv¬ 
eries  and  redeliveries  of  gas  would,  to 
the  extent  possible,  be  balanced 
monthly  on  a  heating  value  basis,  it  is 
said.  Further,  it  is  stated  that  the  ini¬ 
tial  term  of  the  proposed  service  is  15 
years. 

It  is  indicated  that  the  charge  for 
the  proposed  gathering  service  would 
initially  be  16.81  cents  per  Mcf  and 
that  the  direct  transpprtation  charge 
for  redeliveries  to  El  Paso  would  ini¬ 
tially  be  20.69  cents,  with  redeliveries 


to  El  Paso  be  displacement  being  at  an 
initial  rate  of  10.345  cents  per  Mcf. 

Further,  Applicant  states  that  Is  has 
purchased  50  percent  of  the  volumes 
of  gas  produced  by  Chevron  U.S.A. 
Inc.  from  the  Ryckman  Creek  Field,  in 
Unitah  County,  Wyoming,  and  that  it 
proposed  to  construct  a  pipline  from 
the  Ryckman  Creek  Field  to  a  point  of 
interconnection  with  the  pipeline  pro¬ 
posed  herein  to  be  constructed  from 
the  Painter  Reservoir  Field,  together 
with  the  necessary  compression  facili¬ 
ties  at  Ryckman  Creek. 

In  order  to  effectuate  the  subject 
proposals.  Applicant  proposes  to  con¬ 
struct  and  operate  the  following  facili¬ 
ties: 

1.  6.38  miles  of  lO^-inch  pipeline 
from  Ryckman  Creek  to  the  Rych- 
man-Painter  Junction. 

2.  15.8  miles  of  16-inch  pipeline  from 
Painter  Reservoir  to  the  Ryckman- 
Painter  Junction. 

3.  26.2  miles  of  pipeline  from  the 
Ryckman-Painter  Junction  to  Apli- 
cant’s  existing  Big  Piney  Lateral. 

4.  0.32  mile  of  16-inch  yard  pipeline 
to  the  Opal  Plant  inlet. 

5.  A  four  unit  compressor  station  to¬ 
taling  3,390  horsepower  at  Ryckman 
Creek. 

6.  Miscellaneous  metering,  regulat¬ 
ing  and  appurtenant  facilities. 

The  proposed  facilities  would  cost  ap¬ 
proximately  $19,923,000,  it  is  stated. 

Applicant  asserts  that  the  proposed 
transportation  service  would  enable 
Northern  to  make  additional  volumes 
of  gas  available  to  its  market  areas 
and  that  the  construction  and  oper¬ 
ation  of  the  proposed  facilities  would 
enable  Applicant  to  make  additional 
gas  available  to  its  markets  and  would 
provide  ready  access  to  the  remaining 
undedicated  reserves  in  the  Ryckman 
Creek  and  Painter  Reservoir  Fields 
and  to  other  reserves  which  may  be 
developed  in  the  vicinity  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  pipeline  facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  7,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1,8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 


Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  78-5510  Piled  2-21-79:  8:45  am] 


[6450-01-M] 

[Project  No.  1835] 

NEBRASKA  PUBLIC  POWER  DISTRICT 
Application  for  Approval  of  on  ExMbit  R 
February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  27.  1977, 
Nebraska  Public  Power  District  filed 
an  application  under  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §§  791(a)-825(r) 
(1976),  for  approval  of  an  Exhibit  R 
(Recreation  Plan)  for  its  constructed 
Sutherland  Project  (FERC  Project  No. 
1835).  The  project  is  located  on  the 
South  Platte  River  in  Lincoln  County, 
Nebraska.  Copies  of  correspondence 
regarding  the  application  should  be 
sent  to:  Mr.  D.  W.  Hill,  General  Man¬ 
ager.  Nebraska  Public  Power  District, 
P.O.  Box  499,  Columbus.  Nebraska 
68601,  and  to  Thomas  C.  Watson.  Esq., 
Morgan,  Lewis  and  Bockius,  1800  M 
Street.  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20036. 

The  Exhibit  R  provides  for  improve¬ 
ment  and  expansion  of  existing  recrea¬ 
tion  facilities  at  the  Inlet  and  Outlet 
Recreation  Areas  and  the  creation  of  a 
new  day-use  area  to  be  known  as  Her- 
shey  Beach  Recreation  Area.  Nebraska 
Public  Power  District  would  construct 
the  proposed  recreation  facilities  and 
then  lease  the  lands  and  facilities  to 
the  Nebraska  Game  and  Parks  Com¬ 
mission  which  could  operate  and  main¬ 
tain  them. 

Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  about  this  applica¬ 
tion  should  file  a  protest  or  a  petition 
to  intervene  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Conunission,  in  accordance 
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with  the  requiremmts  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(“Rules’)^  18  C.P.R.  §1.10  or  §1.8 
(1978).  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  filed,  but  a  person 
who  merely  files  a  protest  does  not 
become  a  party  to  the  proceeding.  To 
become  a  party  or  to  participate  in 
any  hearing,  a  person  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Ccmimission’s  Rules.  Any  protest 
or  petition  to  intervene  must  filed 
on  or  before  March  26, 1979.  The  Com¬ 
mission’s  address  is:  825  N.  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Keiuteth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

tPR  Doc.  79-5495  PUed  2-21-79;  8:45  ami 


[6450-01-M] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

[Docket  No.  ER79-184 

Supplement  No.  2  to  the  Firm  Power  Service 

Resale  Agreement  With  the  Gty  of  Anoka 

February  12,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  Northern  States 
Power  Company,  on  January  31,  1979, 
tendered  for  filing  Supplement  No.  2, 
dated  January  8,  1979,  to  the  Firm 
Power  Service  Resale  Agreement, 
dated  April  4,  1967,  with  the  City  of 
Anoka,  Minnesota. 

Supplement  No.  2  provides  for  deliv¬ 
ery  of  power  and  energy  to  the  City  at 
the  high  voltage  side  of  the  substa¬ 
tions.  The  rate  schedule  is  First  Re¬ 
vised  A-1,  Transmission  Voltage,  pro¬ 
viding  for  deliver  at  transmission  volt¬ 
age. 

An  effective  date  of  February  28, 
1979,  is  requested. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  application  should  file 
a  petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  and  protests  should  be 
filed  on  or  before  February  23,  1979. 
Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  application 
are  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F,  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5496  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-^01 -M] 

[E>ocket  No.  ER  79-191) 

PUBUC  SERVICE  CO.  OF  OKLAHOMA 
FUmg  of  Roto  Agreomont 

February  13, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  the  Public  Service 
Company  of  Oklahoma  (PSO)  ten¬ 
dered  for  filing  its  request  for  a 
change  in  the  rates  of  the  Markham 
Perry  Coordinating  Agreement  identi¬ 
fied  as  Rate  Schedule  FERC  No.  208 
for  Calendar  year  1979.  The  agree¬ 
ment  coordinates  the  operations 
through  the  interchange  and  sale  of 
electric  p>ower  and  energy  between 
Public  Service  Company  and  the 
Grand  River  Dam  Authority  of  Okla¬ 
homa  (Authority),  according  to  PSO. 

The  filing  contends  that  the  agree¬ 
ment  provides  for  annual  review  of  the 
capacity  and  energy  rates  charged  by 
the  parties  to  reflect  changes  in  pro¬ 
duction  and  investment  costs.  The 
filing  revises  the  capacity  and  energy 
charge  rates  to  reflect  those  costs  as  of 
December  31,  1978. 

Public  Service  Company  requested 
that  the  Conunission  waive  its  rules  on 
notice  requirement  in  order  that  the 
proposed  rate  schedule  can  become  ef¬ 
fective  on  January  1,  1979. 

According  to  Public  Service  Compa¬ 
ny,  the  Oklahoma  Corporation  Com¬ 
mission  and  the  Authority  have  been 
served  a  copy  of  the  filing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  28,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropirate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  Inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5497  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01-M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-154) 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORF. 
Application 

February  8, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  22, 
1979,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  2521, 


Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP79-154  an  application  pursuant 
to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  natural  gas  for  Transcon¬ 
tinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation 
(Transco),  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant  states  that  its  affiliate, 
Transco  Exploration  Company  and 
(^rtain  of  its  distribution  company 
customers  or  their  affiliates  have  par¬ 
ticipated  in  the  Robert  Mosbacher/ 
Transco  Joint  venture  which  has  dis¬ 
covered  and  developed  several  success¬ 
ful  wells  in  the  West  Hicksbaugh 
Field,  Tyler  County,  Texas.  Applicant 
further  states  that  it  has  contracted  to 
purchase  quantities  of  the  West  Hicks¬ 
baugh  production  for  its  own  account 
and  is  obligated  to  arrange  transporta¬ 
tion  to  its  system  for  the  other  joint 
venture  working  interest  owners.  This 
natural  gas  production  is  gathered 
through  facilities  owned  by  the  work¬ 
ing  interest  owners  and  Atlantic  Rich¬ 
field  Company  (ARCO)  and  delivered 
to  ARCO’s  Silsbee  Processing  Plant  in 
Hardin  County,  Texas,  it  is  said. 

Pursuant  to  the  terms  of  a  service 
agreement  dated  January  8,  1979,  be¬ 
tween  Applicant  and  Transco,  acting 
individually  and  as  agent  for  owners  of 
certain  working  interests  in  the  field. 
Applicant  requests  authorization  to 
transport  up  to  700  dekatherms  equiv¬ 
alent  of  natural  gas  per  day,  pursuant 
to  its  TS-2  Rate  Schedule,  from  a 
point  of  receipt  at  an  existing  point  of 
interconnection  between  Applicant 
and  ARCO’s  Silsbee  Processing  Plant, 
to  Transco  at  the  existing  point  of  in¬ 
terconnection  at  Ragley,  Louisiana. 

It  is  asserted  that  the  proposed 
transportation  service  would  help  alle¬ 
viate  curtailments  on  Transco’s  resale 
customers  system  by  using  Applicant’s 
system  to  transport  gas  which  they, 
through  their  own  negotiations  and  ef¬ 
forts,  have  been  able  to  secure. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  1,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tion  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
Cmi  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter- 
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vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
lime  required  herein,  if  the  Commi.s- 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5498  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


1 6450-01 -Ml 

[Docket  No.  RP75-73  (AP79-3)] 

TEXAS  EASTERN  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

February  12,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  on  January 
29,  1979  tendered  for  filing  as  a  part  of 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Fourth  RevLsed 
Volume  No.  1.  the  following  tariff 
sheets: 

Forty-seventh  RevLsed  Sheet  No.  14 
Forty-seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  14A 
Forty-seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  14B 
Forty-seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  14C 
Forty-seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  14D 

Texas  Eastern  is  reducing  its  rates 
due  to  repayment  of  advance  pay¬ 
ments  for  gas  pursuant  to  Article  V  of 
the  Stipulation  and  Agreement  under 
Docket  No.  RP75-73.  The  proposed  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  the  above  tariff  sheets 
is  March  1,  1979. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  on 
the  company’s  jurisdictional  custom¬ 
ers  and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426.  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8,  1.10  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  petitions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
February  22,  1979.  Protests  will  be 


considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Prot¬ 
estants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5499  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 

(6450-01-Mj 

[Docket  No.  CP79-173] 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Notko  of  AppKcotion 

February  14,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  5, 
1979,  Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Applicant),  3800  Frederica 
Street,  Owensboro,  Kentucky  42301, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP79-173  an  appli¬ 
cation  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  Section  157.7(b) 
of  the  Commission’s  Regulations 
thereunder  (18  CFR  157.7(b))  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
during  the  twelve-month  period  com¬ 
mencing  May  30,  1979,  and  operation 
of  facilities  to  enable  Applicant  to  take 
into  its  certificated  main  pipeline 
system  natural  gas  which  would  be 
purchased  from  producers  or  other 
similar  sellers  thereof,  all  as  more 
fully  set  forth  in  the  Application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget- 
type  application  is  to  augment 
Applicant’s  ability  to  act  with  reason¬ 
able  dispatch  in  connecting  to  its  pipe¬ 
line  system  supplijss  of  natural  gas 
which  may  become  available  from  var¬ 
ious  producing  areas  generally  coex¬ 
tensive  with  its  pipeline  system  or  the 
systems  of  other  pipeline  companies 
which  may  be  authorized  to  transport 
gas  for  the  account  of  or  exchange  gas 
with  Applicant. 

Citing  the  effects  of  inflation  and 
the  additional  cost  associated  with 
pipeline  construction.  Applicant  re¬ 
quests  waiver  of  the  single  project  and 
total  cost  limitations  prescribed  by 
Section  157.7(b)  of  the  Regulations  in 
order  to  construct  under  the  requested 
authorization  single  onshore  and  off¬ 
shore  projects  not  to  exceed  $2,200,000 
and  $3,600,000,  respectively,  with  the 
total  cost  limitation  not  to  exceed 
$17,500,000.  Applicant  states  that  such 
costs  would  be  financed  from  funds  on 
hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  7.  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 


Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
cm  157.10.  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Conunission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  Protestants  parties  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.  Any  person  wishing  to  become  a 
party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired.  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5511  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  OR78-1] 

TRANS  ALASKA  PIPELINE  SYSTEM 
Notico  of  Petition  for  Relief 

February  9.  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  31, 
1979,  a  petition  w'as  filed  on  behalf  on 
the  eight  owners  of  the  Trans  Alaska 
Pipeline  System.  The  petitioners  seek 
certain  relief  they  allege  is  necessary 
to  avoid  injury  by  the  Commission 
through  what  petitioners  describe  as 
violations  of  separation  of  functions 
principles  in  the  conduct  of  two  relat¬ 
ed  proceedings,  namely  a  valuation 
audit  under  Section  19a  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  49  USC  §§  1,  et. 
seq.,  (“Act”)  and  a  tariff  proceeding 
under  Section  15  of  that  Act. 

Petitioners  allege  there  is  substan¬ 
tial  overlap  between  questions  of  al¬ 
lowing  certain  TAPS  expenditures  as 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  44,  NO.  37— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  22,  1979 


10624 


NOTICES 


prudent  investments  for  purposes  of 
the  Section  19a  audit  and  for  purposes 
of  the  tariff  proceeding. 

Petitioners  set  forth  reasons  for  be¬ 
lieving  that  continued  communica¬ 
tions  between  the  Commission’s  staff, 
Division  of  Audits  and  Touche  Ross 
constitute  prohibited  ex  parte  commu¬ 
nications.  Petitioners  request  that  the 
Commission:  “(1)  order  a  complete 
separation  between  the  adversary  par¬ 
ties  in  the  TAPS  tariff 
proceedings  *  *  *  and  all  other  Com¬ 
mission  personnel  and  consultants  and 
specifically  direct  that  there  be  no  fur¬ 
ther  off-the-record  contacts  between 
the  Division  of  Audits  and  Touche 
Ross  or  Staff  Counsel;  (2)  require  that 
the  Division  of  Audits  return  all  docu¬ 
ments  and  data  prepared  by  or  ob¬ 
tained  from  Touche  Ross  of  Staff 
Counsel  and  provide  petitioners  with  a 
copy  of  all  such  documents;  and  (3)  re¬ 
quire  that  all  written  communications 
and  written  summaries  of  all  oral  com¬ 
munications  between  the  Division  of 
Audits  and  Touche  Ross  or  Staff 
Counsel  be  placed  on  the  public  rec¬ 
ords.  •  •  •” 

Any  person  desiring  to  file  com¬ 
ments  on  the  above-referenced  peti¬ 
tion  should  file  such  comments  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426.  It  ap¬ 
pears  that  a  period  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  of  less  than  ten  days  is  reason¬ 
able  and  consistent  with  the  public  in¬ 
terest.  Accordingly,  all  such  comments 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  February 
20.  1979. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5512  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  a.tn.l 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-149] 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CORP. 

Notice  of  Application 

February  14,  1979. 
Take  notice  that  on  January  15, 
1979,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Applicant).  P.O.  Box 
1396,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP79-149  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  transportation  for  Florida  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (Florida  Gas), 
on  a  best  efforts  basis,  up  to  1,800  de- 
katherms  equivalent  per  day  of  natu¬ 
ral  gas  produced  from  the  D.  R.  Deen 
Well  and  the  G.  L.  Deen  Well,  BasS- 
field  Field  area,  Jefferson  Davis 
County,  Mississippi,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open 
to  public  inspection. 


Applicant  states  that  it  would  re¬ 
ceive  the  gas  by  means  of  its  facilities 
presently  connected  to  the  subject 
wells  and  would  deliver  thermally 
equivalent  quantities  to  Florida  Gas  at 
a  proposed  interconnection  near  the 
No.  1  Booth  Well,  Jefferson  Davis 
County.  It  is  indicated  that  Applicant 
will  charge  an  initial  rate  of  3.5  cents 
per  dekatherm  delivered. 

Further,  Applicant  states  that  Flor¬ 
ida  Gas  would  reimburse  it  for  the 
actual  cost  of  minor  facilities,  consist¬ 
ing  of  a  tap  valve  assembly  and  a 
measuring  and  regulating  station,  to 
be  installed  near  the  No.  1  Booth  Well. 
Such  facilities  are  estimated  to  cost 
$19,355.00,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  asserts  that  the  subject 
proposal  is  the  most  practical  and  eco¬ 
nomic  means  of  making  vitally  needed 
gas  supplies  available  to  Florida  Gas’ 
customers. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  7,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for.  unless  otherwise  advised,  it 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 


appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5513  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  CP79-162] 
TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
Notice  of  Application 

February  14,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  26, 
1979,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation  (Applicant).  P.O.  Box 
1396,  Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in 
Docket  No,  CP79-162  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  construction  and  operation  of  cer¬ 
tain  pipeline  and  appurtenant  facili¬ 
ties,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  the  right 
to  purchase  all  of  the  production  from 
Blocks  58  and  59,  Chandeleur  Sound 
Area,  in  state  waters  offshore  St.  Ber¬ 
nard  Parish.  Louisiana,  pursuant  to 
gas  purchase  contracts  with  Amoco 
Production  Company  (Amoco), 
Transco  Exploration  Company  (TXC), 
McMoRan  Exploration  Co. 
(McMoRan)  and  Texas  No.  Z  Corp. 
(Texas  Z).  and  a  ratification  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  following  small  produc¬ 
ers  which  have  agreed  to  sell  their 
share  of  the  production  in  Blocks  58 
and  59  to  Applicant  pursuant  to  the 
same  terms  and  provisions  as  those 
contained  in  TXC’s  gas  purchase  con¬ 
tract  with  Applicant;  Piedmont  Explo¬ 
ration  Company,  Inc,  (Piedmont), 
Karlcorp,  UCG  Energy  Corporation 
(UCG),  Tar  Heel  Energy  Corporation 
(Tar  Heel),  Rockingham  Exploration 
Company  (Rockingham)  and  NCNG 
Exploration  Corporation  (NCNG). 

Applicant  indicates  that  in  order  to 
effect  delivery  of  these  reserves  to  its 
pip>eline  system,  it  requests  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  construct,  install  and  operate 
10.81  miles  of  8-inch  pipeline  from 
Amoco’s  production  platform  in  Block 
58  to  a  subsea  tap  on  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation’s  (Texas 
Eastern)  24-inch  pipeline  in  Block  7, 
Main  Pass  Area,  and  a  meter  and  regu¬ 
lator  station  on  Amoco’s  platform. 

It  is  stated  that  Texas  Eastern 
would  receive  into  its  system  at  Main 
Pass  Block  7  gas  available  to  Applicant 
at  Blocks  58  and  59,  and,  in  exchange. 
Texas  Eastern  would  deliver  equiva¬ 
lent  quantities  to  Applicant  at  Block 
66,  South  Marsh  Island  Area,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  a  transportation  and  exchange 
agreement  between  the  two  companies 
date  November  2,  1978.  Such  exchange 
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arrangement  is  pending  certification 
in  Docket  No.  CP79-79,  it  is  said. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
facilities  would  cost  an  estimated 
$3,500,000  and  the  cost  of  the  facilities 
would  be  financed  by  Applicant  with 
available  company  funds  and  short¬ 
term  borrowings.  Permanent  financing 
would  be  arranged  as  a  part  of  an 
overall  long-term  financing  program 
to  be  arranged  by  Applicant  in  the 
future,  it  is  said. 

It  is  asserted  that  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  8-inch  pipeline  from  Block  58  to 
Texas  Eastern’s  24-inch  pipeline  in 
Main  Pass  Block  7  would  have  an  esti¬ 
mated  maximum  capacity  of  16,000 
Mcf  per  day,  and  that  deliverability 
from  Blocks  58  and  59  during  1980  is 
estimated  to  be  approximately  15,000 
Mcf  per  day. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  application  should  on  or  before 
March  7,  1979,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the  Regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by 
it  in  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  be  taken  but  will  not  ser\'e  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  fule  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant 
to  the  authority  contained  in  and  sub¬ 
ject  to  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure,  a 
hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  or  its 
designee  on  this  application  if  no  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  its  own  review  of  the  matter 
finds  that  a  grant  of  the  certificate  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  re¬ 
quired,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  pro¬ 
vided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised.  It 
will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hear¬ 
ing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

,  Secretary. 

[FR.Doc.  79-5514  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45aml 
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TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORPORATION  SYSTEM 

Order  Providing  for  Investigation,  Requiring 

Report,  and  Establishing  Procedures 

February  13, 1979. 

’The  Commission  by  this  order  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  examination  of  supply 
shortages  on  the  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  (Transco)  system  to 
comply  fully  with  the  November  29, 
1976,  order  of  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  Circuit  in  Transcontinental  Gas 
Pipe  Line  Corporation  v.  FPC,  563  F, 
2d  664,  (1976),  D.C.  Cir.,  No.  74-2036, 
et  al. 

I.  Background 

This  case  involves  the  FPC’s  rejec¬ 
tion  of  a  settlement  agreement,  filed 
by  Transco  in  September  1974,  propos¬ 
ing  an  interim  curtailment  plan  on  the 
Transco  system  for  the  period  Novem¬ 
ber  16,  1974  to  November  15,  1975. 

The  FPC  rejected  the  plan  because 
it  included  a  compensation  scheme 
under  which  customers  who  received 
more  natural  gas  than  the  system-wide 
average  would  financially  compensate 
customers  who  received  less  gas  than 
the  average.  52  F.P.C.  1288,  1293-1295 
(1974),  53  F.P.C.  120,  122-125  (1975). 
The  Commission  held  that  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  15  U.S.C.  §  717-717w, 
the  proposed  compensation  scheme 
was  “patently  unlawful  and  beyond 
our  jurisdiction  to  either  approve  or 
enforce.’’  52  F.P.C.  at  1293. 

'Transco  then  filed,  under  protest,  an 
interim  curtailment  plan  without  the 
offending  compensation  feature.  How¬ 
ever,  it  also  sought  from  the  D.C.  Cir¬ 
cuit  and  order  directing  the  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  1974-1975  plan  that  the 
Commission  had  rejected.  The  court 
granted  Transco’s  request,  and  also  or¬ 
dered  that  compensation  payments 
under  the  plan  be  paid  into  an  escrow 
account  pending  determination  of  the 
lawfulness  of  the  comjjensation  fea¬ 
ture.  Consolidated  Edison  Co.  v.  FPC, 
511  F.2d  372,  381  (D.C.  Cir.  1974).* 

On  August  1,  1975,  the  court  direct¬ 
ed  the  Commission  to  examine  Trans¬ 
co’s  claimed  need  for  curtailment.  It 
required  the  Commission  to  subpoena 
’Transco’s  books  and  records,  complete 
the  investigation  and  report  back  to 
the  Court  within  30  days. 

On  the  FPC’s  petition  for  a  writ  of 
certiorari,  the  Supreme  Court  summa¬ 
rily  reversed.  FPC  v.  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.,  423  U.S.  326 
(1976).  It  held  that  the  court  of  ap¬ 
peals  had  exceeded  its  authority  in 


•Present  litigation  over  the  1974-1975 
plan  now  concerns  disposition  of  this  fund 
for  the  closed-end  period  involved. 


“dictating  to  the  akency  the  methods, 
procedures  and  time  dimension  of  the 
needed  inquiry  and  ordering  the  re¬ 
sults  to  be  reported  to  the  Court  with¬ 
out  the  opportunity  for  further  con¬ 
sideration  on  the  basis  of  the  new  evi¬ 
dence  by  the  agency.’’  423  U.S.  at  333. 
’The  Court  left  to  the  court  of  appeals, 
however,  the  options  of  (1)  determin¬ 
ing  that  “the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  compensation  is  partially  a  func¬ 
tion  of  the  severity  of  the  shortage 
[on  the  'Transco  system  for  the  period 
involved]’’  (423  U.S.  at  334),  and  (2)  of 
either  deciding  the  issues  on  the  pres¬ 
ent  record  or  remanding  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  a  further  inquiry,  (.Ibid.). 

On  February  6, 1976,  the  court  of  ap- 
p>eals  remanded  the  case  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  stating  that  it  “•  ♦  *  could 
[not]  consider  ‘the  lawfulness  of  the 
proposed  compensation  scheme’  unless 
the  Commission  had  first  fulfilled  its 
duty  to  determine  whether  a  real 
shortage  exists.” 

On  June  25,  1976,  the  Commission 
issued  its  order  on  the  remand.  It 
found  a  natural  gas  shortage  on  the 
'Transco  system  that  necessitated  some 
curtailment  of  service.  'The  Commis¬ 
sion  lodged  this  order  together  with  a 
stipulation  of  the  parties  that  Transco 
had  and  continues  to  have  an  insuffi¬ 
cient  gas  supply,  and  an  affidavit  of  a 
Commission  expert  verifying  Transco’s 
deliverability  estimates  on  the  basis  of 
a  study  of  selected  fields. 

On  November  29,  1976,  the  court  of 
appeals  issued  the  decision  now  in 
question.  It  remanded  the  record  to 
the  Commission  for  the  third  time. 
(MacKinnon,  J.  dissented)  562  F.2d 
664.  The  court  ruled  that  it  could  not 
pass  on  the  validity  of  the  compensa¬ 
tion  scheme  “without  substantial  in¬ 
formation  regarding  the  duration, 
shape  and  causation  of  the  alleged 
shortage  on  the  'Transco  system.”  562 
F.2d  at  668-669.  The  Court  determined 
that  such  information  was  not  pro¬ 
vided  by  deliverability  data  alone.  562 
F.2d  at  669.  Although  only  the  1974- 
1975  plan  was  at  issue,  the  court 
stated  (562  F.2d  at  669): 

We  believe  that  the  legality  of  com¬ 
pensation  may  well  turn,  at  least  in 
part,  on  answers  to  the  following  sorts 
of  questions.  Are  sufficient  volumes  of 
gas  available  as  proved  or  provable  re¬ 
serves  so  that  greater  total  deliverabi¬ 
lity  can  be  foreseen  in  the  short-term 
future?  Are  present  levels  of  curtail¬ 
ment  likely  to  continue  for  the  indefi¬ 
nite  future,  or  to  deepen?  And  more 
specifically:  will  compensation  be  a 
short-term  financial  adjustment  be¬ 
tween  customers  of  the  pipeline  to 
keep  some  of  those  customers  finan¬ 
cially  aflot  until  the  supply  situation 
stabilizes,  or  will  it  be  a  permanent 
cross-subsidization. 

The  Conunission  has  not  to  date  de¬ 
veloped  the  information  requested  by 
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the  Court.  This  delay  was  due  to  cer¬ 
tain  developments  subsequent  to  the 
Court’s  order  of  November  29,  1976. 
On  June  17,  1977,  Transco  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  writ  of  certiorari  in  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  {Transco  v.  FPC,  No.  76- 
1799).  On  September  13,  1977,  the 
Commission  filed  a  memorandum 
agrreeing  with  Transco’s  contentions 
but  recommending  that  the  Supreme 
Court  defer  ruling  on  Transco’s  peti¬ 
tion  pending  the  D.C.  Circuit’s  deci¬ 
sion  in  Elizabethtown  Gas  Co.  v.  FPC, 
D.C.  Cir.,  No.  76-1465.* 

On  January  26,  1978,  the  D.C.  Cir¬ 
cuit  decided  the  Elizabethtown  case, 
holding  that  the  Commission  has  au¬ 
thority  to  allow  compensation  as  part 
of  a  curtailment  plan.  Elizabethtown 

Gas  Co.  V.  FERC,  -  U.S.  App.  D.C. 

- ,  575  F.2d  885  (D.C.  Cir.  1978).* 

The  Court  stated  (575  F.2d  at  888- 
889): 

The  question  of  whether,  and  how, 
to  provide  compensation  may  well 
turn  on  the  fairness  of  balancing  the 
benefit  accorded  a  high-priority  pur¬ 
chaser  with  a  charge  that  offsets,  at 
least  in  part,  the  added  expen.se  im¬ 
posed  by  a  curtailment  plan  upon  a 
lower-priority  on  the  present  facts.  We 
hold,  merely,  that  it  is  open  to  the 
Commission  to  consider  employing  a 
compensation  feature,  [footnote  omit¬ 
ted] 

On  May  8,  1978,  the  Commission 
filed  a  supplemental  memorandum 
with  the  Supreme  Court  (supp.  memo¬ 
randum,  p.  4): 

suggest  [ingl  that  the  petition  for  a 
writ  of  certiorari  in  this  case  should  be 
granted,  the  order  of  the  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  remanding  the  record  to  the 
CommLssion  for  supplementation  in 
accordance  with  the  Court’s  opinion  of 
November  29.  1976,  should  be  vacated, 
and  the  case  should  be  remanded  with 
instructions  that  the  Court  of  Appeals 
return  it  to  the  Commission  for  the 
Commission  to  determine  whether  to 
authorize  for  the  petitioner’s  system  a 
curtailment  plan  with  a  compensation 
feature,  [footnote  omitted] 

The  Commission  reasoned  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  Elizabethtown  decision 
on  the  instant  proceeding  as  follows 
(supp.  memorandum,  p.  4): 


*The  Elizabethtown  case,  had  been  placed 
in  abeyance  pending  the  instant  proceeding 
[hereinafter  “Transco”].  On  February  9, 
1977,  the  Court  asked  the  parties  to  submit 
their  views  as  to  whether  the  Elizabethtown 
case  should  be  similarly  remanded  for  the 
development  of  evidence  as  ordered  by  the 
panel  in  Transco.  The  Commission  opposed 
the  remand  on  the  ground  that  evidence  of 
actual  shortages  of  gas-supply  in  Elizabeth¬ 
town  involving  a  pipeline  other  than 
Transco  was  undisputed.  By  order  of  March 
29,  1977.  the  Court,  apparently  agreeing 
with  the  Commission,  set  Elizabethtown  for 
argument. 

’See  Elizabethtown.  575  P.2d  at  890-891  n. 
5  for  a  discu.ssion  of  that  proceeding  proce¬ 
dural  history  with  respect  to  the  Transco 
case. 


The  terms  of  the  remand  by  the 
court  of  appeals  in  this  case  restrict 
the  Commission  to  finding  whether  an 
actual  shortage  or  gas  supplies  exists 
on  the  petitioner’s  system,  as  a  factual 
predicate  for  determination  by  the 
court  of  appeals  of  the  question  that 
has  now  been  decided  in  Elizabeth¬ 
town.  We  submit  that,  in  view  of  the 
decision  in  Elizabethtown,  any  need 
for  that  inquiry  has  been  eliminated 
and  the  restriction  should  therefore 
be  lifted. 

The  Supreme  Court,  however, 
denied  certiorari  on  May  30,  1978,  46 
U.S.L.W.  3740.« 

The  question  of  the  lawfulness  of 
compensation,  therefore,  was  unre¬ 
solved  for  some  time  after  the  Court 
of  Appeals  November  29,  1976  order. 
Although  the  Fifth  Circuit  had  ruled 
on  the  question,®  the  D.C.  Circuit  did 
not  do  so  until  the  Elizabethtown  deci¬ 
sion.  In  its  supplemental  memoran¬ 
dum  of  May  8,  1978,  filed  in  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  in  the  Transco  case,  the 
Commission  stated  (pp.  3-4); 

The  Commission  has  decided  not  to 
seek  review  by  this  Court  of  the  deci¬ 
sion  in  Elizabethtown.  That  decision 
has  established  in  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  Circuit,  to  the  Commission’s 
satisfaction,  that  notwithstanding  the 
Commission’s  rulings  in  Elizabethtown 
and  this  case,  the  Commission  docs 
have  authority  to  approve  the  inclu¬ 
sion  of  compensation  schemes  in  cur¬ 
tailment  plans.  Accordingly,  we  believe 
that  there  is  no  reason  for  further  liti¬ 
gation  of  that  issue  in  this  case.  In¬ 
stead,  we  suggest  that  the  case  should 
be  remanded  to  the  Commi.ssion  so 
that  it  may,  as  in  Elizabethtown,  “con¬ 
sider  whether  compensation  should  be 
provided.’’ 

As  noted,  supra,  the  Supreme  Court 
denied  certiorari  on  May  30,  1978. 

In  a  separate  proceeding  (Docket  No. 
RP75-51,  et  al.)  initiated  January  8, 
1975,  the  Commission  undertook  an  in¬ 
vestigation  of  the  causes  of  Transco’s 
increased  curtailment  above  the  levels 
projected  in  its  Form  16  filing  of  Sep¬ 
tember  30,  1974;  the  Commission  also 
requested  that  evidence  be  submitted 
as  to  the  adequacy  of  the  gas  reserves 


*  During  the  same  period.  Transco’s  per¬ 
manent  curtailment  plan  was  pending 
before  the  D.C.  Circuit.  On  July  13.  1978 
the  Court  issued  its  decision  remanding  that 
ca.se  to  the  Commission.  North  Carolina  v. 
FERC,  No.  76-2102  (D.C.  Cir.  July  13.  1978). 
clarification  granted  (Aug.  29,  1978).  Among 
its  rulings,  the  panel  determined  that  the 
Commission  has  the  authority  to  allow  a 
compensation  feature  and  directed  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  consider  the  merits  of  compensa¬ 
tion  on  remand  on  the  basis  of  an  adequate 
record. 

’Mississippi  Public  Service  Comm’n  v. 
FPC.  522  P.  2d  1345  (5th  Cir.  1975),  cert, 
denied,  429  U.S.  870  (1976);  Fort  Pierce  Util¬ 
ity  Authority  v.  FPC,  526  P.  2d  993  (5th  Cir. 
1976). 


held  or  controlled  by  Transco  or  dedi¬ 
cated  to  Transco.  On  July  1,  1975,  the 
Commission  broadened  the  scope  of 
that  investigation  to  encompass  ail 
facts  bearing  upon  the  alleged  need 
for  any  curtailment  by  Transco  of  de¬ 
liveries  to  its  customers  and  to  Trans¬ 
co’s  efforts  to  improve  deliverability 
on  its  system  consistent  with  its  obli¬ 
gations  to  provide  adequate  and  reli¬ 
able  service  to  its  customers. 

On  July  21,  1977,  the  Presiding 
Judge  issued  on  initial  decision  in 
Docket  No.  RP75-51,  wherein  he  de¬ 
scribed  the  scope  of  the  investigation 
as  “a  factual  investigation  into  (1)  the 
facts  and  circumstances  surrounding 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Cor¬ 
poration’s  increased  curtailment 
during  the  fall  and  early  winter  of 
1974  over  that  projected  in  its  Form  16 
filing  of  September  30,  1974,  (2)  the 
necessity  for  any  curtailment  of  serv¬ 
ice  by  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Corporation,  and  (3)  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corporation’s  efforts  to 
improve  deliverability  on  its  system.’’ 

The  Commission  has  under  consider¬ 
ation  the  Presiding  Judge’s  initial  de¬ 
cision,  which  is  pending  before  it  on 
exceptions.  While  the  inquiry  and 
record  in  Docket  No.  RP75-51  may  to 
some  extent  overlap  the  specific  in¬ 
quiry  directed  herein,  it  would  unduly 
delay  the  disposition  of  Docket  No. 
RP75-51  to  consolidate  it  with  any 
new  inquiry.  The  Commission  there¬ 
fore  concludes  that  the  initiation  of  a 
new— specifically  directed— docket  is 
appropriate  in  the  circumstances. 

II.  Discussion 

In  this  regard,  we  direct  that  a  spe¬ 
cific  record  be  made  in  this  new  docket 
in  light  of  the  Court’s  November  26, 
1976,  remand.  Such  parts  of  the  record 
in  Docket  No.  RP75-51,  supra,  which 
are  material  to  this  inquiry  may  be  in¬ 
corporated  herein.  The  Presiding 
Judge  shall  then  prepare  a  report  to 
the  Commission  responsive  to  those 
questions  raised  in  the  Court’s  order. 

Transco  and  others  shall  produce 
those  books,  records,  or  materials, 
deemed,  necessary  by  the  Presiding 
Judge  to  this  proceeding.  Further, 
Transco  and  others  shall  supply  those 
witnesses  necessary  to  compile  a  full 
and  clear  record  in  this  matter. 

The  Staff  is  directed  to  provide  a 
witness  to  explain  what  materials,  if 
any,  are  already  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  which  may  be  helpful  to  the 
Presiding  Judge  in  preparation  of  his 
report.  In  this  regard,  the  Presiding 
Judge  may,  of  course,  take  offical 
notice  of  any  FPC  or  PTIRC  forms  on 
file  with  the  Commission.  Staff  is  fur¬ 
ther  directed  to  compile  exhibits 
showing  the  level  of  service  and  depth 
of  curtailment  on  the  Transco  system 
during  the  period  1974  to  present. 
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The  Commission  by  this  order  pro¬ 
vides  for  an  immediate  pre-hearing 
conference  before  the  Presiding  Judge. 
He  is  directed  to  expedite  his  consider¬ 
ation  of  the  questions  presented  by 
the  Court  of  Appeals  and  report  back 
to  the  Commission  at  the  earliest  pos¬ 
sible  date. 

By  this  order,  we  also  direct  the  So¬ 
licitor  to  file  with  the  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  a  motion  seeking  the  remand  of 
the  Transco  case  (D.C.  Cir.,  No.  74- 
2036,  et  ah),  so  that  the  Commission 
can  exercise  in  the  first  instance  the 
authority  to  decide  whether  a  compen¬ 
sation  feature  was  appropriate  for  the 
1974-75  curtailment  plan  on  the 
Transco  system.  The  inquiry  provided 
for  by  this  order  is  necessary  because 
the  Court’s  order  of  November  26, 
1974,  resulted  in  the  accumulation  of 
escrowed  funds.  Assuming  remand  of 
the  case  by  the  Court  of  Appeals,  the 
Commission  must  determine  the  dispo¬ 
sition  of  these  funds  for  the  locked-in 
period  during  which  the  1974-75  cur¬ 
tailment  plan  was  in  effect  under  the 
Court’s  order. 

The  Commission  finds.— It  is  neces¬ 
sary  and  appropriate  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest  and  in  response  to  the  Novem¬ 
ber  29,  1976,  remand  of  the  Court  of 
Appeals  that  an  on  the  record  pro¬ 
ceeding  be  initiated  as  discussed  above. 

The  Commission  orders.— iA)  An  on- 
the-record  proceeding  is  hereby  insti¬ 
tuted  in  the  above-captioned  docket  to 
examine  supply  shortages  on  the 
Transco  system. 

(B)  The  Presiding  Administrative 
Law  Judge  designated  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  [See  Delegation  of  Authority, 
18  CFR  §  3.5(d)]  shall  promptly  sched¬ 
ule  a  prehearing  conference  at  which 
procedures  for  the  expeditious  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  inquiry  directed  by  the 
Court  of  Appeals  are  to  be  established. 
The  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  shall  issue  a  Report  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  the  earliest  possible  date. 

(C)  The  Solicitor  is  authorized  to  file 
with  the  Court  of  Appeals  a  motion 
seeking  a  remand  of  the  case  in  Trans¬ 
continental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  v. 
FERC  (D.C.  Circuit  No.  74-2036,  et 
ah ). 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  and  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervent  in  this  proceeding 
may  be  filed  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  on  or  before  February  28,  1979, 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal] 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

PR  Doc.  79-5489  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-178] 

UNION  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Filing 

February  12, 1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  29, 
1979,  Union  Electric  Company  (Union) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Letter  Agreement 
revising  the  reservation  charge  for 
Maintenance  Energy  Transactions 
under  the  Interconnection  Agreement 
dated  November  1,  1969  between  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  and  Cen¬ 
tral  Illinois  Public  Service  Company, 
Illinois  Power  Company,  and  Union. 

Union  indicates  that  the  Letter 
Agreement  provides  for  an  increase  in 
the  reservation  charge  for  Mainte¬ 
nance  Energy  Transactions  and  that 
the  proposed  reservation  charge  was 
arrived  at  through  negotiations. 

Union  requests  waiver  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  notice  requirements  to  allow 
for  an  effective  date  of  March  1,  1979, 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  N.E., 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such  peti¬ 
tions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or 
before  February  23,  1979.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene. 
Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5500  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER79-107] 

UPPER  PENINSULA  POWER  CO. 

Order  Accepting  Proposed  Rote  Schedules  for 
Filing,  Suspending  Proposed  Rotes,  Summari¬ 
ly  Disposing  of  Certain  Issues,  Requiring  Re¬ 
filing  and  Establishing  Procedures 

Issued  February  12, 1979. 
On  December  14,  1978,  Upper  Penin¬ 
sula  Power  Company  (UPP)  submitted 
for  filing  proposed  revisions  to  its 
WR-1  rate  schedules  for  service  to 
seven  wholesale-for-resale  customers.' 
UPP  requests  in  its  transmittal  letter 
that  these  revisions  be  made  effective 
on  January  31,  1979.  The  proposed 


■See  Attachment  A  for  rate  schedule  des¬ 
ignations. 


rates  would  result  in  increased  rev¬ 
enues  of  approximately  $630,214  based 
on  sales  for  the  historical  test  year 
ending  May  31,  1978. 

Under  the  proposed  rate  schedules 
the  monthly  demand  comp)onent  of 
UPP’s  rates  will  be  increased  from 
$2.60  per  kw  to  $3.40  per  kw  and  the 
energy  charge  will  be  increased  from 
$0.0163  per  kwh  to  $0.02949  per  kwh. 
UPP  also  proposes  to  increase  the  fuel 
cost  base  in  its  fuel  adjustment  clause 
from  8.646  mills  per  kwh  to  16.484 
mills  per  kwh. 

Public  notice  of  UPP’s  filings  was 
issued  on  December  27,  1978,  with  re¬ 
sponses  due  on  or  before  January  12, 
1979.  On  January  12,  1979,  the  Village 
of  Baraga,  Michigan— a  UPP  custom¬ 
er-submitted  a  letter  which  opposed 
the  increase  in  UPP’s  rates  but  did  not 
raise  any  substantive  cost  of  service 
issues. 

Our  review  of  UPP’s  filings  in  the 
present  case  indicates  the  proposed 
rates  have  not  been  shown  to  be  just 
and  reasonable,  and  may  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  unduly  discriminatory, 
preferential  or  otherwise  unlawful.  We 
note  that  UPP  has  included  certain  ac¬ 
cumulated  deferred  investment  tax 
credits  (ADITC)  in  its  capital  struc¬ 
ture  with  return  on  ADITC  measured 
by  the  rate  of  return  for  common 
equity.  UPP  has  also  used  a  48  percent 
Federal  income  tax  rate  in  computing 
its  cost  of  service  tax  expense  and  has 
functionalized  General  Plant  on  the 
basis  of  the  plant  ratios. 

Accordingly,  we  shall  summarily  dis¬ 
pose  of  UPP’s  use  of  the  48  percent 
tax  rate  as  well  as  the  inclusion  of 
ADITC  in  the  common  equity  compo¬ 
nent  of  UPP’s  capital  structure.  UPP 
is  directed  to  refile  within  60  days  new 
cost  support  and  rates  to  reflect  1 )  the 
use  of  the  current  46  percent  Federal 
Income  tax  rate  and  2)  the  treatment 
of  ADITC  as  specified  in  Carolina 
Power  &  Light  Company,  Opinion  No. 
19,  issued  August  2,  1978  (return  al¬ 
lowed  on  ADITC  shall  be  measured  by 
the  overall  rate  of  return  rather  than 
the  common  equity  return  rate). 

UPP  is  further  directed  to  include 
all  costs  of  refiling  in  its  Account 
Number  426.5  (18  CFR,  Part  101)  so 
that  the  expense  will  not  be  borne  by 
ratepayers.  UPP  should  have  reflected 
the  46  percent  tax  rate  in  its  Decem¬ 
ber  14,  1978,  filings  because  the  com¬ 
pany  could  have  and  should  have 
known  prior  to  that  date  that  the  tax 
rate  had  previously  been  reduced  from 
48  percent  and  would  become  effective 
January  1,  1979,  prior  to  UPP’s  re¬ 
quested  effective  date.  The  cost  of  re¬ 
flecting  the  summary  disposition  of 
the  ADITC  issue  shall  also  be  included 
in  Account  No.  426.5  because  that  cost 
will  add  little,  if  anything,  to  the  cost 
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NOTICES 


of  incorporating  the  proper  Federal 
income  tax  rate  in  the  refiling.  * 

We  shall  accept  for  filing  UPP's  pro¬ 
posed  rate  schedules  and  shall  suspend 
the  proposed  rates  for  five  months  to 
become  effective  July  13,  1979,  subject 
to  refund.  With  regard  to  functionali¬ 
zation  of  General  Plant.  UPP  is 
hereby  advised  that  it  must  show  the 
use  of  labor  ratios  is  unreasonable  in 
its  case  and  not  merely  that  its  alter¬ 
native  method  might  be  reasonable. 
This  requirement  is  consistent  with 
prior  Commission  action.  * 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  The  WR-1  rate  schedules  filed 
by  Upper  Peninsula  Power  Company 
(UPP)  on  December  14,  1978,  are  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing,  suspended  for  a 
period  of  five  months  and  permitted  to 
become  effective  thereafter  on  July 
13,  1979,  subject  to  refund. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  Sec¬ 
tions  205,  206  and  308  thereof,  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations, 
a  public  hearing  shall  be  held  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  the  justness 
and  reasonableness  of  the  proposed 
rate  schedules. 

(C)  On  or  before  May  30,  1979,  the 
Commission  Staff  shall  prepare  and 
serve  top  sheets  summarizing  the 
Staff  investigations  and  recommenda¬ 
tions. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated”  by  the  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge  for  that 
purpose  shall  preside  at  a  prehearing 
conference  in  this  proceeding  to  be 
held  within  ten  (10)  days  after  the 
serving  of  top  sheets  in  a  hearing 
room  of  the  Federal  Energy  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  825  North  Capitol 
Street.  N.E..  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 
Said  Judge  is  authorized  to  establish 
procedural  dates  and  to  rule  upon  all 
motions  (except  motions  to  consoli¬ 
date  and  sever,  and  motions  to  dis¬ 
miss)  as  provided  for  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure. 

(E)  Summary  disposition  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  income  tax  and  ADITC  issues  is 
ordered.  UPP  is  ordered  to  refile  cost 
support  data  and  rates  to  reflect  the 
summary  disposition  of  these  issues 
and  to  include  all  costs  of  refiling  in 
its  Account  No.  426.5  (18  CFR  Part 
101). 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause 
prompt  publication  of  this  order  to  be 
made  in  the  Federal  Register. 


^See,  Georgia  Power  Company,  Docket 
No.  ER79-88,  issued  January  30,  1979,  and 
Central  Kansas  Power  &  Light  Company, 
Docket  No.  ER79-90,  issued  January  31. 
1979. 

’See.  Order  dated  August  25,  1978  in 
Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana,  Docket 
No.  ER78-513;  Order  of  October  12.  1978, 
Arkansas- Missouri  Power  Company,  Docket 
No.  ER78-489;  and  Order  issued  October  12, 
1978.  in  Public  Service  Company  of  Oklaho¬ 
ma,  Docket  No.  ER  78-511. 


By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Upper  Peninsula  Power  Co.  Rate  Schedule 
Designations,  Docket  No.  ER79-107 

Piled:  December  14,  1978. 

Other  Parties:  As  indicated. 

Descriptions:  (a)  WR-1— Whole.sale  Serv¬ 
ice  to  Electric  Utilities,  (b)  Fuel  Clause  Ad¬ 
justment. 

(1)  Wi.sconsin  Electric  Power  Company, 
successor  (Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Com¬ 
pany),  Rale  Schedule  FPC  No.  2: 

(a)  Supplement  No.  8  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  6). 

(b)  Supplement  No.  9  to  (Supersedes 
Supp.  No.  7). 

(2)  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Company, 
successor  (Wisconsin  Michigan  Power  Com¬ 
pany),  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  3: 

(a)  Supplement  No.  9  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  7). 

(b)  Supplement  No.  10  to  (Supersedes 
Supp.  No.  8). 

(3)  Village  of  Baraga,  Michigan,  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  6: 

(a)  Supplement  No.  8  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  6). 

(b)  Supplement  No.  9  to  (Supersedes 
Supp.  No.  7). 

(4)  Village  of  L'Anse,  Michigan.  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  7: 

(a)  Supplement  No.  8  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  6). 

(b)  Supplement  No.  9  to  (Supersedes 
Supp.  No.  7). 

(5)  City  of  Negaunee,  Michigan,  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  11: 

(a)  Supplement  No.  6  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  4). 

(b)  Supplement  No.  7  to  (Supersedes 
Supp.  No.  5). 

(6)  City  of  Gladstone.  Michigan,  Rate 
Schedule  FPC  No.  13: 

(a)  Supplement  No.  5  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  3). 

(b)  Supplement  No.  6  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  4). 

(7)  Alger-Delta  Cooperative  Electric  Asso¬ 
ciation,  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  14: 

(a)  Supplement  No.  8  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  5). 

(b)  Supplement  No.  9  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  6). 

(8)  The  Ontonagon  County  Rural  Electri¬ 
fication  Association.  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No. 
15: 

(a)  Supplement  No.  8  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  5). 

(b)  Supplement  No.  9  (Supersedes  Supp. 
No.  6). 


[6450-01-Ml 

[Project  No.  2739] 

VANCEBURG  ElECHRIC  LIGHT,  HEAT  &  POWER 
SYSTEM  AND  THE  OTY  OF  VANCEBURG,  KY. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Major  License 

February  13,  1979. 
Take  notice  that  Vanceburg  Electric 
Light,  Heat  and  Power  System  and  the 
City  of  Vanceburg,  Kentucky  (Appli¬ 
cant)  filed  on  April  3,  1978,  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  major  license  pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §791a- 
825r,  for  its  propo.sed  Meldahl  Project 


No.  2739.  The  proposed  project  would 
be  located  at  the  Army  (3orps  of  Engi¬ 
neers’  Captain  Anthony  Meldahl 
Locks  and  Dam  on  the  Ohio  River  in 
Bracken  County.  Kentucky.  The  pro¬ 
posed  project  would  affect  approxi¬ 
mately  24  acres  of  lands  of  the  United 
States  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Corps  of  Engineers.  Copies  of  corre¬ 
spondence  concerning  this  application 
should  be  addressed  to:  William  T. 
Love,  Superintendent  of  Utilities.  Van¬ 
ceburg  Electric  Light.  Heat  and  Power 
System,  Vanceburg,  Kentucky  41179; 
and  Philip  P.  Ardery,  Brown,  Todd  & 
Heyburn;  1600  Citizens  Plaza,  Louis¬ 
ville,  Kentucky  40202. 

The  proposed  project  would  consist 
of;  (1)  and  existing  intake  canal  sec¬ 
tion  upstream  of  the  dam,  connecting 
with;  (2)  a  new  intake  canal  section  ap¬ 
proximately  120  feet  long;  (3)  a  com¬ 
bined  intake-powerplant  structure, 
with  the  powerplant  section  some  183 
feet  long  and  220  feet  wide  containing 
3  submerged  bulb-type  generating 
units  with  a  total  installed  capacity  of 
70,300  kW;  (4)  a  tailrace  canal,  ap¬ 
proximately  100  feet  long  and  154  feet 
wide;  (5)  a  step-up  transformer  substa¬ 
tion;  (6)  a  single  circuit  138  kV  trans¬ 
mission  line  extending  approximately 
5  miles  from  the  powerhouse  to  the  vi¬ 
cinity  of  Lenoxburg,  Kentucky  to  in¬ 
terconnect  with  the  transmission 
system  of  East  Kentucky  Rural  Elec¬ 
tric  Cooperative  Corporation;  (7)  var¬ 
ious  recreational  facilities,  including 
parking  areas  and  day  use  facilities; 
and  (8)  appurtenant  facilities. 

The  Applicant  proposes  to  use  the 
powerhouse  to  meet  its  system  loan  re¬ 
quirements  and  sell  any  excess  energy 
East  Kentucy  Power  Coop.,  Corp. 

Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  about  this  applica¬ 
tion  should  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
or  a  protest  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Procedure, 
18  CFR  §  1.8  or  §  1.10  (1977).  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  appropriate  action  to  take, 
the  Commission  will  consider  all  pro¬ 
tests  filed,  but  a  person  who  merely 
files  a  protest  does  not  become  a  party 
to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a  party, 
or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  accordance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Rules.  Any  protest  or  petition  to 
intervene  must  be  filed  on  or  before 
April  16.  1979.  The  Commission’s  ad¬ 
dress  is:  825  N.  Capitol  Street,  N.E.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20426. 

The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5515  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  44,  NO.  37— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  22,  1979 


[6450-01 -M] 

[Docket  No.  ER78-512] 
WISCONSIN  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Proposod  Setllomont  Agreoment 

February  13,  1979. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  22, 
1979,  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Com¬ 
pany  and  its  wholesale  customers  filed 
for  approval  by  the  Commission  an  ex¬ 
ecuted  Settlement  Agreement  purport¬ 
ing  to  resolve  all  issues  present  in  this 
docket.  On  January  26,  1979,  this  Set¬ 
tlement  Agreement  and  the  record  in 
this  docket  were  certified  by  the  Pre¬ 
siding  Judge  to  the  Commission  for 
review  and  disposition. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  settlement  proposal 
should  file  comments  with  the  Federal 
Elnergy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20426,  on  or  before  March  8, 
1979.  Comments  will  be  considered  by 
the  Commission  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken.  Copies 
of  this  proposal  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

FR  Doc.  79-5516  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6730-01 -M] 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Nolle*  of  Sydem  of  Rocordt 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  pursuant 
to  5  U.S.C.  552a(e)  (4)  and  (11)  of  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974  (P.L.  93-579),  pro¬ 
poses  to  adopt  the  following  additional 
notice  of  system  of  records. 

Interested  parties  may  participate  in 
this  proceeding  by  filing  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  an  original  and  15  copies  of 
their  views  and  comments  pertaining 
to  the  routine  use  portion  of  the 
notice.  All  suggestions  for  changes  in 
the  text  should  be  accompanied  by 
drafts  of  the  language  thought  neces¬ 
sary  to  accomplish  the  desired  changes 
and  should  be  accompanied  by  sup¬ 
portive  statements  and  arguments.  If 
no  comments  are  received  on  or  before 
March  26,  1979,  the  routine  uses  de¬ 
scribed  herein  will  be  adopted  as  pro¬ 
posed  by  the  Commission. 


NOTICES 

By  the  Commission  February  8, 
1979. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 


FMC-23 


System  name: 

Parking  Applications— FMC. 

System  location: 

Division  of  Office  Services,  Federal 
Maritime  Commission,  1100  L  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20573. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

Employees  and  their  carpool  mem¬ 
bers  desiring  agency  controlled  park¬ 
ing. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

Names;  office  locations  and  tele¬ 
phone  numbers;  home  addresses; 
make,  year,  model,  and  license  number 
of  vehicles;  carpool  usage;  handicap 
and  special  designations,  signatures. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the  system: 

Federal  Property  Management  Reg¬ 
ulations  §  101-20.111  and  §  101-20.117. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in  the 
system,  including  categories  of  users  and 
the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Used  by  Agency  employees  responsi¬ 
ble  for  allocation  and  control  of  park¬ 
ing  spaces,  and  to  assist  in  creating 
carpools. 

Policies  and  practices  for  storing,  retriev¬ 
ing,  accessing,  retaining,  and  disposing  of 
records  in  the  system: 

Storage: 

Records  are  maintained  in  file  fold¬ 
ers. 

Retrievability: 

By  applicant  name  or  space  assign¬ 
ment. 

Safeguards: 

Records  are  maintained  in  a  file 
cabinet  in  a  locked  room,  with  24  hour 
building  security  guards. 

Retention  and  disposal: 

Records  voided  upon  update  or  park¬ 
ing  permit  cancellation.  Files  de¬ 
stroyed  after  second  overall  realloca¬ 
tion  of  permits. 

System  manager  and  address: 

Chief,  Division  of  Office  Services, 
Federal  Maritime  Conunission,  1100  L 
St.  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20573. 

Notification  procedure: 

All  inquiries  regarding  this  system  Of 
records  should  be  addressed  to;  Priva¬ 
cy  Act  Officer,  Federal  Maritime  Com- 
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mission,  1100  L  St.  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20573. 

Record  access  procedure: 

Requests  for  access  to  a  record 
should  be  directed  to  the  Privacy  Act 
Officer  listed  at  the  above  address.  Re¬ 
quests  may  be  in  person  or  by  mail 
and  shall  meet  the  requirements  set 
out  in  Section  503.65  of  Title  46  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Contesting  record  procedures: 

An  individual  desiring  to  amend  a 
record  pertaining  to  him  shall  direct 
such  a  request  to  the  Privacy  Act  Offi¬ 
cer  at  the  above  listed  address.  Such 
request  shall  specify  the  desired 
amendments  and  the  reasons  therefor, 
and  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  503.66  of  Title  46  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations. 

Record  source  categories: 

Individuals  to  whom  the  records  per¬ 
tain. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5416  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[6730-01 -M] 

[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Fonvarder 
License  No.  1250] 

ADOLFO  FERRER  LUCHESSI 

Nolle*  Vocollng  R*vocallon 

By  Decision  served  July  24,  1978,  in 
Docket  No.  77-53,  Licensing  of  Inde¬ 
pendent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarders, 
(Federal  Register,  Vol.  43,  No.  146,  P. 
32776,  July  28.  1978),  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  amended  its 
General  Order  4  (46  CFR  Part  510)  to 
require  all  licensed  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarders  to  file  with  the 
Commission  a  surety  bond  in  the 
amount  of  $30,000.  The  amendment 
stated  that  if  a  licensee  fails  to  file 
such  bond  on  or  before  December  1, 
1978,  the  license  shall  be  revoked  in 
accordance  with  Rule  510.9  of  General 
Order  4. 

The  Commission  published  a  Notice 
of  Revocation  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  3.  1979  (Vol.  44,  No.  2,  pp. 
953-955),  wherein  notice  was  given  of 
Adolfo  Ferrer  Luchessi’s  failure  to  file 
with  the  Commission  a  surety  bond  in 
the  amount  of  $30,000  and  the  revoca¬ 
tion  of  Independent  Ocean  Freight 
Forwarder  license  No.  1250,  effective 
December  2,  1978. 

Evidence  now  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  demonstrate  that  Adolfo  Ferrer 
Luchessi  had,  in  fact,  obtained  a  valid 
surety  bond  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Order  of  July  24,  1978, 
on  or  before  December  1,  1978.  al¬ 
though  such  bond  had  not  been  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Commission  until  a  date 
subsequent  to  December  1,  1978.  Con- 
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sequently,  the  licensee  was  fully  cov¬ 
ered  by  the  required  increased  bond, 
and  it  is  found  that  substantive  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  Commission's  new 
bonding  requirement  has  been 
achieved. 

Therefore,  the  revocation  of  Inde¬ 
pendent  Ocean  Freight  For%'arder  Li¬ 
cense  No.  1250  is  vacated  based  upon 
the  newly  discovered  evidence  that  the 
new  $30,000  bond  was  in  effect  con¬ 
tinuously  from  December  1,  1978. 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  Vacating  Tie  vo¬ 
cation  shall  be  published  in  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  and  served  upon  Adolfo 
Ferrer  Luchessi. 

By  the  Commission  January  31. 
1979. 

Francis  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5520  Plied  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


( 6730-01 -M] 

[Independent  Ocean  Freight  Porwarder 
License  No.  1692] 

BLAIS  FORWARDING 
Notice  Vacating  Revocation 

By  Decision  served  July  24,  1978,  in 
Docket  No.  77-53,  Licensing  of  Inde¬ 
pendent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarders, 
(Federal  Register,  Vol.  43,  No.  146,  P. 
32776,  July  28,  1978),  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  amended  its 
General  Order  4  (46  CFR  Part  510)  to 
require  all  licensed  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarders  to  file  with  the 
Commission  a  surety  bond  in  the 
amount  of  $30,000,  The  amendment 
stated  that  If  a  licensee  fails  to  file 
such  bond  on  or  before  December  1, 
1978,  the  license  shall  be  revoked  in 
accordance  with  Rule  f  10.9  of  General 
Order  4. 

The  Commission  published  a  Notice 
of  Revocation  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  January  3,  1979  (Vol.  44,  No.  2,  Pp. 
953-955),  wherein  notice  was  given  of 
Eva  A.  Blais  d/b/a  Blais  Forwarding’s 
failure  to  file  with  the  Commission  a 
surety  bond  in  the  amount  of  $30,000 
and  the  revocation  of  Independent 
Ocean  Freight  Forwarding  License  No. 
1692,  effective  December  2,  1978. 

Endence  now  before  the  Commis¬ 
sion  demonstrates  that  Eva  A.  Blais  d/ 
b/a  Blais  Forwarding  had,  in  fact,  ob¬ 
tained  a  valid  surety  bond  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Order  of 
July  24,  1978,  on  or  before  December 
1,  1978,  although  such  bond  had  not 
been  received  by  the  Commission  until 
a  date  subsequent  to  December  1, 
1978.  Consequently,  the  licensee  was 
fully  covered  by  the  required  in¬ 
creased  bond,  and  it  Is  found  that  sub¬ 
stantive  compliance  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  new  lx>nding  requirement  has 
been  achieved. 

Therefore,  the  revocation  of  Inde¬ 
pendent  Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  Li¬ 


cense  No.  1692  is  vacated  based  upon 
the  newly  discovered  evidence  that  the 
new  $30,000  bond  was  in  effect  con¬ 
tinuously  from  December  1.  1978. 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  Vacating  Revo¬ 
cation  shall  be  published  in  the  Feder¬ 
al  Register  and  served  upon  Eva  A. 
Blais  d/b/a  Blais  Forwarding. 

By  the  Commission,  January  31. 
1979. 

FR.ANCIS  C.  Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5521  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4110-88-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuto,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Meeting 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  Appendix  I),  announce¬ 
ment  is  made  of  the  following  Nation¬ 
al  advisory  body  scheduled  to  assem¬ 
ble  during  the  month  of  March  1979: 

Board  of  Scientific  Counselors,  NIMH. 
March  29-30;  9:30  a.m.  March  29  and  9:00 
a.m.  March  30. 

Conference  Room  lB-07,  Building  36,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014. 

Open— March  29;  9:30-10:00  a.m. 

Closed— Othewise. 

Contact:  Dr.  John  C.  Eberhart.  Room  lA- 
05,  Building  36,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20014.  301- 
496-3501. 

Purpose.  The  Board  of  Scientific 
Counselors,  NIMH  provides  expert 
advice  to  the  Director,  NIMH,  on  the 
mental  health  intramural  research 
program  through  periodic  visits  to  the 
laboratories  for  assessment  of  the  re¬ 
search  in  progress  and  evaluation  of 
productivity  and  performance  of  staff 
scientists. 

Agenda.  The  Board  will  meet  in  Con¬ 
ference  Room  lB-07,  Building  36,  Be¬ 
thesda,  Maryland,  for  approximately 
30  minutes  for  a  report  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor  and  Deputy  Director  of  Intramural 
Research.  NIMH,  on  recent  adminis¬ 
trative  developments.  The  remainder 
of  the  two-day  session  will  be  devoted 
to  the  review  of  intramural  research 
projects  from  the  Biological  Psychia¬ 
try  Branch,  and  the  evaluation  of  indi¬ 
vidual  scientific  programs,  and  will  not 
be  open  to  the  public  in  accordance 
with  the  determination  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administration,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
552b(c)(6).  Title  5  U.S.  Code  and  Sec¬ 
tion  10(d)  of  Pub.  L.  92-463  (5  U.S.C. 
Appendix  I). 


Substantive  program  information, 
may  be  obtained  from  the  contact 
person  listed  above.  The  NIMH  Infor¬ 
mation  Officer  who  will  furnish  sum¬ 
maries  of  the  meeting  and  rosters  of 
the  committee  members  is  Dr.  Jacque¬ 
lyn  Hall.  Acting  Chief,  Public  Infor¬ 
mation  Branch.  Division  of  Scientific 
and  Public  Information,  NIMH,  Room 
15C-17,  Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fish¬ 
ers  Lane,  Rockville.  Maryland  20857, 
301-443-4573. 

Dated:  February  15,  1979. 

Elizabeth  A.  Connolly, 
Committee  Management  Officer. 
Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administration. 

[PR  Doc  79-5524  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


14110-89-Ml 

Office  of  th*  Assistant  Secretary  for  Education 

COMMENTS  ON  COLLECTION  OF  INFORMA¬ 
TION  AND  DATA  ACQUISITION  ACTIVITY; 
CORRECTION 

In  FR  Doc.  79-1462  appearing  at 
page  3319  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  16,  1979,  the  following  change 
should  be  made: 

On  page  3320,  item  5  in  column  1  is 
changed  to  read:  “Mandatory”  instead 
of  “Voluntary.” 

Dated:  February  14,  1979, 

Marie  D.  Eldridge. 
Administrator,  National  Center 
for  Education  Statistics. 
[PR  Doc.  79-5464  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4110-89-Ml 

COLLEaiON  OF  INFORMATION  AND  DATA 
ACQUISITION  ACTIVITY 

Comments 

Pursuant  to  Section  406(gK2)(B), 
General  Education  Provisions  Act. 
notice  is  hereby  given  as  follow's: 

The  National  Center  for  Education 
Statistics,  the  National  Institute  of 
Education,  and  the  U.S.  Office  of  Edu¬ 
cation  have  proposed  collections  of  in¬ 
formation  and  data  acquisition  activi¬ 
ties  which  will  request  information 
from  educational  agencies  or  institu¬ 
tions. 

The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to 
comply  with  paragraph  (g)(2)(B)  of 
the  “Control  of  Paperwork”  amend¬ 
ment  which  provides  that  each  educa¬ 
tional  agency  or  institution  subject  to 
a  request  under  the  collection  of  infor¬ 
mation  and  data  acquisition  activity 
and  their  representative  organizations 
shall  have  an  opportunity,  during  a  30- 
day  period  before  the  transmittal  of 
the  request  to  the  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  to 
comment  to  the  Administrator  of  the 
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National  Center  for  Education  Statis¬ 
tics  on  the  collection  of  information 
and  data  acquisition  activity. 

These  data  acquisition  activities  are 
subject  to  review  by  the  HEW  Educa¬ 
tion  Data  Acquisition  Council  and  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget. 

Descriptions  of  the  proposed  collec¬ 
tions  of  information  and  data  acquisi¬ 
tion  activities  follow  below. 

Written  comments  on  the  proposed 
activities  are  invited.  Comments 
should  refer  to  the  SF>ecific  sponsoring 
agency  and  form  number  and  must  be 
received  on  or  before  March  26,  1979, 
and  should  be  addressed  to  Adminis¬ 
trator,  National  Center  for  Ekiucation 
Statistics  ATTN:  Manager,  Informa¬ 
tion  Acquisition,  Planning,  and  Utiliza¬ 
tion,  Room  3001  400  Maryland 

Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Further  information  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  Elizabeth  M.  doctor  of 
the  National  Center  for  Education 
Statistics.  202-245-1022. 

Dated:  February  14,  1979. 

Marie  D.  Eldridge, 

Administrator  National  Center 
for  Education  Statistics. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  title  of  proposed  activity 

Survey  of  Noncredit  Adult  and  Con¬ 
tinuing  Education  Activities  in  Col¬ 
leges  and  Universities,  1979-80. 

2.  agency/bureau/office 

National  Center  for  Education  Sta¬ 
tistics. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

NCES  2300-8. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

*  *  Section  501(a)  *  •  *  The  Na¬ 
tional  Center  (for  Education  Statis¬ 
tics)  shall  *  •  •  collect,  collate,  and, 
from  time  to  time,  report  full  and 
complete  statistics  on  the  condition  of 
education  in  the  United  States  *  •  •” 
(P.L,  93-380;  20  U.S.C.  1221e-l). 

5.  voluntary/obligatory  nature  of 

THE  RESPONSE 

Voluntary. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

WILL  BE  USED 

Information  collected  from  colleges 
and  universities  in  the  sample  will  be 
used  to  develop  national  estimates  on 
the  number  of  institutions  offering 
adult  and  continuing  education  activi¬ 
ties,  on  th6  number  of  registrations  in 
those  activities,  the  types  of  courses  or 
activities  involved,  and  how  institu¬ 
tions  administer  and  staff  4.hese  pro- 
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grams.  Taken  in  conjunction  with  in¬ 
formation  from  prior  surveys  in  this 
series,  the  data  will  be  used  to  provide 
a  clearer  picture  of  trends  in  this  field. 
Postsecondary  education  planners  will 
use  the  data  to  develop  better  pro¬ 
grams  to  serv'e  adult,  part-time  learn¬ 
ers. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection:  Mail. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  June-Septem- 
ber  1980. 

c.  Frequency:  Biennially. 

a.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Colleges  and  universities. 

b.  Number:  500. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  2  hours. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

a.  Adult  and  continuing  education 
program  offerings  by  colleges  and  imi- 
versities. 

b.  Identification  of  units  on  the 
campus  responsible  for  adult  and  con¬ 
tinuing  education. 

c.  Number  of  registrations  in  adult 
and  continuing  education  and  in  con- 

.  tinuing  professional  education  by 
broad  subject  areas. 

d.  Sources  of  teachers  for  these  ac¬ 
tivities. 

e.  Subjects  or  types  of  activities  in¬ 
volved. 

f.  Special  fee  provisions  for  the  el¬ 
derly  or  the  disadvantaged. 

g.  Use  of  continuing  education  units. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  title  of  proposed  activity 

Survey  of  Noncollegiate  Postsecon¬ 
dary  Schools  With  Occupational  Pro¬ 
grams. 

2.  agency/bureau/office 

National  Center  for  Education  Sta¬ 
tistics. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

NCES  2358,  2358-1,  and  2358-2. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

“  •  •  *  The  (National)  Center  (for 
Education  Statistics)  shall  •  *  *  col¬ 
lect,  collate,  and,  from  time  to  time, 
report  full  and  complete  statistics  on 
the  condition  of  education  in  the 
United  States  •  *  (Sec.  501(a)  of 
Pub.  L.  93-380;  20  U.S.C.  1221e-l). 

6.  voluntary/obligatory  nature  of 

‘  THE  RESPONSE 

Voluntary. 
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6.  HOW  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 
WILL  BE  USED 

Basic  information  collected  on  all 
schools  will  be  used  as  the  basis  for 
publishing  a  directory  of  these  schools 
and  will  serve  as  a  sampling  frame  for 
the  collection  of  data  on  the  schools 
and  on  the  students  enrolled. 

Information  on  student  enrollment 
by  sex  in  each  program  offering  will 
aid  the  U.S.  Office  of  Education’s 
mandated  research  and  evaluation 
study  (Title  II,  Section  523(a)  of  the 
Education  Amendments  of  1976)  on 
the  extent  of  sex  discrimination  and 
sex  stereotyping  in  certain  occupation¬ 
al  training  fields. 

The  scope  and  role  of  public  and  pri¬ 
vate  noncollegiate  schools  in  helping 
to  meet  labor  demand  for  specific  oc¬ 
cupations  will  be  analyzed  by  the 
State  Occupational  Information  Co¬ 
ordinating  Committees  (SOICC’s)  and 
by  State  and  local  education  and  man¬ 
power  planners  by  evaluating  the  en¬ 
rollments  in  training  for  these  occupa¬ 
tions.  The  inclusion  of  the  private 
sector  broadens  for  educational  deci¬ 
sion  makers  the  information  base  from 
which  to  plan  changes  in  program  of¬ 
ferings  at  the  State  and  local  levels. 

Information  from  the  Directory  on 
programs  offered  and  accreditation 
status  of  schools  will  help  provide 
more  informed  guidance  to  students 
planning  a  career. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection:  Mail. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  Winter  1979/ 
80. 

c.  Frequency:  Biennially. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

NCES  Form  Number  2358  or  2358-1. 

a.  Type:  Vocational/technical  post¬ 
secondary  schools. 

b.  Number:  1,400— sample. 

c.  Estimated  average  manhours  per 
respondent:  20  minutes. 

NCES  Form  Number  2358-2. 

a.  Type:  Vocational/technical  post¬ 
secondary  schools. 

b.  Number:  6,400— universe,  less 
sample  of  1,400. 

c.  Estimated  average  manhours  per 
respondent:  5  minutes. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

NCES  Form  Number  2358-2. 

Name  and  address  of  school. 

Type  of  control  and  ownership. 

Programs  offered. 

Enrollments— total,  sex,  and  -  full¬ 
time/part-time  for  each  program. 

Completions  for  each  program. 

NCES  Form  Number  2358  or  2358-1. 

In  addition  to  above: 

Length  of  each  program— total 
hours  and  hours  per  week. 

Tuition  and  charges  for  each  pro¬ 
gram. 
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Number  of  students  who  left  with  a 
marketable  skill,  who  dropped  out  of 
the  program,  and  who  are  continuing 
the  program. 

Staff— total,  full-time/part-time,  and 
sex,  by  function. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  title  of  proposed  activity 

National  Assessment  of  Educational 
Progress  (NAEP). 

Survey  of  Reading/Literature  skills 
of  students  in  public  and  private  ele¬ 
mentary  and  secondary  schools. 

NAEP  is  a  project  of  the  Education 
Commission  of  the  States  and  is 
funded  by  the  National  Center  for 
Education  Statistics  under  the  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Educa¬ 
tion,  U.S.  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare. 

NAEP  is  an  annual  survey  of  the 
educational  attainment  of  young 
'  Americans  at  three  age  levels:  9,  13 
and  17.  Young  adults,  aged  26-35,  are 
assessed  when  funding  is  available. 
Subject  areas  assessed  change  each 
year  with  the  above  subject  areas 
being  assessed  in  FY  80.  The  forms 
listed  below  are  used  for  data  acquisi¬ 
tion  and  analysis  purposes. 

2.  agency/bureau/office 

National  Center  for  Education  Sta¬ 
tistics. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBERS 

New  and  reinstated  forms  (clearance 
to  be  requested  under  OMB  No.  051- 
R1204): 

New  Forms:  NCES  2371-65:  NCES  2371-66: 
NCES  2371-67;  NCES  2371-68;  NCES 
2371-69;  NCES  2371-70;  NCES  2371-71; 
NCES  2371-72:  NCES  2371-73. 

Reinstated  Forms:  NCES  2371-2,  NCES 
2371-3:  NCES  2371-4;  NCES  2371-9;  NCES 
2371-10:  NCES  2371-11:  NCES  2371-14; 
NCES  2371-36;  NCES  2371-41. 

Reinstated  Forms:  NCES  2371-42;  NCES 
2371-51:  NCES  2371-64. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 

activity 

“*  •  *  The  (national)  center  (for  edu¬ 
cation  statistics)  shall  *  •  •  collect, 
collate,  and,  from  time  to  time,  report 
full  and  complete  statistics  on  the  con¬ 
dition  of  education  in  the  United 
States  •  •  •”  (sec.  501.(a)  of  Pub.  L. 
93-380;  Sec.  406.  (b)  of  the  General 
Education  Provision  Act,  20  U.S.C. 
1221e-l). 

5.  voluntary/obligatory  nature  of 

RESPONSE 

Voluntary. 


6.  HOW  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 
WILL  BE  USED 

The  primary  purpose  of  NAEP  is  to 
gather  information  concerning  the 
degree  to  which  educational  goals  are 
being  met  nationally  and  to  make  this 
information  available  to  the  public, 
and  particularly  to  persons  in  the  field 
of  education,  so  that  problem  areas 
can  be  specifically  identified,  priorities 
can  be  established,  and  progress  over 
time  can  be  determined. 

During  the  1979-80  school  year 
NAEP  will  conduct  the  first  integrated 
assessment  of  reading  and  literature. 
In  1971  reading  and  literature  were  as¬ 
sessed  as  separate  areas.  In  1975  read¬ 
ing  was  assessed  for  a  second  time. 
During  the  present  development,  ex¬ 
perts  in  the  fields  of  reading  and  lit¬ 
erature  felt  that  many  of  the  objec¬ 
tives  and  skills  in  these  areas  over¬ 
lapped  and  should  be  assessed  as  a 
single  area. 

In  1971  literature  survey  students 
were  assessed  with  respect  to  their  un¬ 
derstanding  of  imaginative  language, 
responding  to  literature,  recognizing 
literary  works  and  characters,  and 
reading  habits.  In  the  1971  and  1975 
reading  survey  students  were  assessed 
with  respect  to  literal  comprehension, 
inferential  comprehension  and  refer¬ 
ence  skills.  The  upcoming  assessment 
will  assess  changes  in  the  above  areas 
as  well  as  provide  new  information  on 
the  combined  reading  and  literature 
objectives  areas  of  valuing,  compre¬ 
hension,  responding  and  study  skills. 

In  addition  to  the  reading/literature 
survey,  5  art  questions  will  be  asked  of 
13  year  olds.  These  were  questions 
which  could  not  be  included  in  the 
1979  assessment  because  of  time  limi¬ 
tations.  By  assessing  these  exercises 
NAEP  will  provide  reporting  coverage 
of  art  objectives  4  and  5  in  addition  to 
being  able  to  report  the  same  exercises 
across  ages. 

The  information  collected  by  NAEP 
is  used  by  the  Federal  Government, 
national  educational  organizations, 
state  and  local  departments  of  educa¬ 
tion,  and  other  external  research 
users.  Right  to  Read,  recognizing  the 
advanced  technology  of  the  NAEP 
model,  asked  for  a  “mini-assessment” 
of  the  functional  literacy  or  17  year 
olds  during  FY  75  and  76.  The  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  used  NAEP 
in  FY  77  to  collect  consumer  informa¬ 
tion  at  the  young  adult  age  level. 
Again,  in  1979  they  will  collect  infor¬ 
mation  on  how  knowledgeable  17  year 
olds  are  about  packaging  information 
contained  on  labels.  In  FY  78-79  NIE 
funded  a  study  through  National  As¬ 
sessment  to  try  to  determine  what  fac¬ 
tors  lead  to  lower  participation  among 
women  in  advanced  math  courses.  The 
study.  Attitudes  and  Achievement  in 
Mathematics,  used  items,  sampling, 
data  collection  and  design  capabilities 


from  NAEP.  In  1979  NAEP  will  assist 
the  Department  of  Defense  Depend¬ 
ents  Schools  in  an  assessment  of  writ¬ 
ing  mechanics  at  ages  9,  13  and  17, 
through  use  of  items,  procedures  and 
analysis  capabilities.  DoDDS  will 
assess  students  between  January  and 
March,  1979. 

A  valuable  contribution  of  NAEP  is 
its  ability  to  aid  states  and  localities  in 
making  their  own  assessments.  To 
date,  36  states  have  asked  NAEP  for 
assistance  in  developing  their  own 
evaluation  programs.  Acting  as  a  con¬ 
sultant  in  these  state  assessments, 
NAEP  provides  a  model  for  the  design 
and  administration  of  local  assess¬ 
ments,  allows  use  of  its  released  test 
items,  and  helps  design  or  modify  ad¬ 
ditional  items  tailored  to  the  smaller 
assessment  needs. 

A  sample  of  other  organizations  that 
have  reviewed  NAEP  data  or  used 
NAEP  materials  for  further  studies  in 
their  fields  include: 

American  Association  of  Colleges  for  Teach¬ 
er  Education. 

Association  of  American  Pub^hers. 
American  Bar  Association. 

American  Educational  Research  Associ¬ 
ation. 

Association  for  Supervision  and  Curriculum 
Development. 

Council  of  the  Great  City  Schools. 
International  Reading  Association. 

Music  Educators  National  Conference. 
National  Association  of  State  Boards  of 
Education. 

National  Council  for  Social  Studies. 

National  Council  of  Teachers  of  English. 
National  Council  of  Teachers  of  Mathemat¬ 
ics. 

National  School  Boards  Association. 

National  Science  Teachers  Association. 
North  Central  Association  of  Secondary 
Schools  and  Colleges. 

National  Reading  Conference. 

Textbook  publishers,  curriculum 
planners,  and  superintendents  of 
school  systems  are  also  being  encour¬ 
aged  to  make  use  of  NAEP  data  in  de¬ 
veloping  their  projects  for  the  future. 

Because  it  provides  frequently  up¬ 
dated  factual  information  concerning 
educational  progress  or  decline,  NAEP 
can  show  change  as  it  is  happening, 
pinpointing  remedial  action  and  moni¬ 
toring  the  progress  of  new  educational 
programs.  NAEP  presents  the  field  of 
education  with  a  new  and  valid  re¬ 
source  for  determining  whether  the 
goals  of  an  educated  democracy  are 
being  met  in  the  classroom. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection:  Group  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  October  1979- 
May  1980. 

c.  Frequency:  Annual  basis. 

8.  RESPONDENTS. 

a.  Type:  School  Officials. 

b.  Number:  Sample. 
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Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1194: 

NCES  2371-41-585. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent: 

New  Forms:  NCES  2371-66— .05;  NCES 
2371-69-.05:  NCES  2371-70-.05. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-1204: 

NCES  2371-2.  3.  4—1.0;  NCES  2371-9— .10; 
NCES  2371-10-.10;  NCES  2371-11-.10; 
NCES  2371-51-.03. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1194: 

NCES  2371-41-.10. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

a.  From  school  principals: 

New  Forms:  NCES  2371-67;  NCES  2371-68— 
Used  to  obtain  information  on  resources 
available  to  support  reading  and  literature 
programs  in  the  school. 

NCES  2371-65— Used  to  determine  the  rea¬ 
sons  why  students  were  not  available  for 
the  assessment  session  when  called. 

NCES  2371-72;  NCES  2371-73-Used  as 
quality  control  instruments  to  ascertain  if 
initial  contacts  with  school  officials  were 
satisfactory.  This  form  has  been  used  in 
the  past  (NCES  2371-5.  6)  but  is  being  re¬ 
vised  and  updated. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1204: 

NCES  2371-14— This  form  is  used  to  provide 
information  on  split  or  modular  sessions 
in  a  school  to  aid  scheduling  administra- 

tion  SBPfisinriQ 

New  Forms:  NCES  2371-65-600;  NCES 
2371-67—1200;  NCTS  2371-68—600;  NCES 
2371-72—1800;  NCES  2371-73—900. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1204: 

NCES  2371-14-900;  NCES  2371-64—600. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1194: 

NCES  2371-36—1800;  NCES  2371-42-39. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent: 

New  Forms:  NCES  2371-65— .02;  NCES 
2371-67-.15;  NCTS  2371-68— .15;  NCES 
2371-72-.08;  NCES  2371-73-.08. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1204: 

NCES  2371-14-.10;  NCES  2371-64-.50. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1194: 

NCES  2371-36-.25;  NCES  2371-42— .05. 

a.  Type:  Student. 

b.  Number:  Sample. 

New  Forms:  NCES  2371-66-100.000;  NCES 
2371-69-27.500;  NCES  2371-70-35.000. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1204: 


NCES  2371-2.  3.  4-1,800;  NCES  2371-9— 
28,600;  NCES  2371-10—33,800;  NCES 
2371-11-36,400;  NCES  2371-51-2,500, 
NCES  2371-64-Used  to  list  age  17  eligible 
students  who  have  withdrawn  from 
schools  between  the  time  that  the  subcon¬ 
tractor  staff  selected  the  17  year  old 
sample  during  the  age  9  assessment  and 
the  time  they  return  to  conduct  the  age  17 
assessment.  This  list  allows  the  age  17  stu¬ 
dent  sample  to  be  updated  prior  to  assess¬ 
ment. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1194: 

NCES  2371-36— Used  to  obtain  data  needed 
for  sample  selection  and  analysis.  Test 
boooklet  assignments  and  student  sample 
size  are  based  on  the  data  provided;  sever¬ 
al  of  the  questions  are  used  to  define 
NAEP  analysis  and  reporting  variables. 
NCES  2371-42— Used  to  verify  that  student 
sample  selection  procedures  were  conduct¬ 
ed  by  the  test  adminstrator  according  to 
specifications. 

b.  From  students:  • 

New  Forms:  NCES  2371-66— Used  to  obtain 
subject  areas  background  information  for 
analysis  and  reporting  purposes. 

NCES  2371-69;  NCES  2371-70— Used  to 
obtain  respondent  background  informa¬ 
tion  for  analysis  and  reporting  purposes. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1204: 

NCES  2371-9;  NCES  2371-10;  NCES  2371- 
11— Used  to  obtain  respondent  back¬ 
ground  information  for  analysis  and  re¬ 
porting  purposes. 

NCES  2371-51— Used  to  obtain  respondent 
subject  background  information  for 
change  analysis  and  reporting  purposes. 
NCES  2371-2,  3,  4— These  forms  are  used  to 
list  student  names  and  birthdates  allowing 
the  test  administrator  to  select  the 
sample. 

Forms  previously  cleared  under 
OMB  No.  051-R1194: 

NCES  2371-41— Used  to  verify  that  the  se¬ 
lected  students  actually  did  participate  in 
the  assessment,  also  verifies  that  specific 
procedures  were  carried  out  by  the  sub¬ 
contractor. 

Description  of  a  Proposbo)  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  TITLE  of  proposed  ACTIVITY 

Survey  of  Adult  Education  by  Home 
Study,  1980. 

2.  AGENCrV/BUREAU/OFFICE 

National  Center  for  Education  Sta¬ 
tistics. 


3.  AGENCY  form  NUMBER 

NCES  2390. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

“Section  501(a)— the  National 
Center  (for  Education  Statistics)  shall 
collect,  collate  and  from  time  to  time, 
report  full  and  complete  statistics  on 


the  conditions  of  education  in  the 
United  States”  (P.L.  93-380;  20  USC 
1221e-l). 

5.  VOLUNTARY/OBUGATORY  NATURE  OF 

'  RESPONSE 

Voluntary. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

WILL  BE  USED 

Postsecondary  education  planners 
will  use  the  data  to  integrate  informa¬ 
tion  on  home  study  educational  pro¬ 
grams  with  residential  activities  spon¬ 
sored  by  other  institutions. 

DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  Collection:  Mail. 

b.  Time  or  Collection:  Summer  1980. 

c.  Frequency:  Single  Time. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Home  Study  Institutions 
(either  wholly  or  partially  home 
study). 

b.  Number.  Universe  300. 

c.  Estimated  Average  Person-Hours 
per  Respondent:  %  (range  of  ^/a  to  V/z 
hours). 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

a.  Programs  and  courses  offered. 

b.  Enrollments  and  completions. 

c.  Average  length  of  course  along 
with  tuition  and  other  fees. 

d.  Instructional  media  used. 

e.  Number  of  male  and  female,  full¬ 
time  and  part-time  staff  by  adminis¬ 
trative  or  teaching  function. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  TITLE  OF  proposed  ACTIVITY 

The  Study  of  Vocational  Education. 

3.  agency/bureau/office 

National  Institute  of  Education. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

NIE  193-C. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

The  mandate  for  this  study  appears 
in  Section  523(b)  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1976  (P.L.  94-482).  It 
is  reproduced  below  in  its  entirety. 

Section  523(b)(1)  in  additon  to  the 
other  authorities,  responsibilities,  and 
duties  conferred  upon  the  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Education  (hereinafter  in 
this  section  referred  to  as  the  “Insti¬ 
tute”)  by  section  405  of  the  General 
Education  Provisions  Act,  as  amended 
by  this  Act,  the  Institute  shall  under¬ 
take  a  thorough  evaluation  and  study 
of  vocational  education  programs,  in¬ 
cluding  such  programs  conducted  by 
the  States,  and  such  programs  con¬ 
ducted  luider  the  Vocational  Educa- 
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tion  Act  of  1963,  and  other  relatsd 
programs  conducted  under  the  Com¬ 
prehensive  Employment  and  Training 
Act  of  1973  and  by  Post-Secondary 
Commissions  authorized  by  the  Educa¬ 
tion  Amendments  of  1972.  Such  a 
study  shall  include— 

(A)  A  study  of  the  distribution  of  vo¬ 
cational  education  funds  in  terms  of 
services,  occupations,  target  popula¬ 
tions,  enrollments,  and  educational 
and  a  governmental  level  and  what 
such  distribution  should  be  in  order  to 
meet  the  greatest  human  resource 
needs  for  the  next  10  years: 

(B)  an  examination  of  how  to 
achieve  compliance  with,  and  enforce¬ 
ment  of,  the  provisions  of  applicable 
laws  of  the  United  States: 

(C)  an  analysis  of  the  means  of  as¬ 
sessing  program  quality  and  effective¬ 
ness; 

(D)  depending  on  the  level  of  fund¬ 
ing  available  to  the  Institute,  not  more 
than  three  experimental  studies  to  be 
administered  by  the  Institute,  in  cases 
where  the  Institute  determines  that 
such  experimental  programs  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of 
clauses  (A)  through  (C)  and  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Education  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Labor  are  authorized,  notwith¬ 
standing  any  provision  of  any  other 
law,  at  the  request  of  the  Institute,  to 
approve  the  use  of  grants  which  edu¬ 
cational  or  other  agencies  are  eligible 
to  receive  under  such  Acts  (in  cases 
where  such  agencies  agree  to  the  uses 
of  such  grants),  in  order  to  carry  out 
such  experimental  programs; 

(E)  findings  and  recommendations, 
including  recommendations  for 
changes  in  such  Acts  or  for  new  legis¬ 
lation,  with  respect  to  the  matters 
studied  under  clauses  (A)  through  (E); 
and 

(F)  a  review  and  evaluation  of  the 
effectiveness  of  programs  funded 
under  subpart  5  of  part  A  of  the  Voca¬ 
tional  Education  Act  of  1963  (as  such 
Act  is  in  effect  on  October  1,  1977), 
and  to  make  recommendations  for  the 
redirection  and  the  improvement  of 
programs  at  all  levels  funded  under 
such  subpart. 

(2)  The  Institute  shall  make  an  in¬ 
terim  report  to  the  President  and  to 
the  Congress  no  later  than  September 
30,  1980,  and  shall  make  a  final  report 
to  the  President  and  to  the  Congress 
no  later  than  September  30,  1981,  on 
the  result  of  its  study  conducted  under 
this  section.  Any  other  provision  of 
law,  rule,  or  regulation  to  the  contrary 
notwithstanding,  such  reports  shall 
not  be  submitted  to  any  review  outside 
of  the  Institute  before  their  transmit¬ 
tal  to  the  Congress,  but  the  President 
and  the  Commissioner  may  make  to 
the  Congress  such  recommendations 
with  respect  to  the  content  of  the  re¬ 
ports  as  such  may  deem  appropriate. 


(3)  Sums  made  available  pursuant  to 
section  102  of  the  Vocational  Educa¬ 
tion  Act  of  1963  (as  such  Act  is  in 
effect  on  the  date  of  the  enactment  of 
the  Act)  and  sections  102  and  103  of 
the  Vocational  Education  Act  of  1963 
(as  such  Act  is  in  effect  on  October  1, 
1977),  shall  be  available  to  carry  out 
the  administrative  and  direct  cost  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  provisions  of  this 
subsection  concerning  the  National  In¬ 
stitute  of  Education.  These  funds  shall 
not  exceed  $1,000,000  per  year  for 
each  of  the  fiscal  years  ending  prior  to 
October  1,  1981.  Ten  per  centum  of 
the  funds  made  available  under  this 
section  shall  be  made  available  for 
purp>oses  of  carrying  out  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraph  (1)(F). 

(4) (A)  The  Institute  shall  submit  to 
the  Congress,  within  10  months  after 
the  date  appropriations  become  availa¬ 
ble  to  carry  out  this  section,  a  plan  for 
the  study  to  be  conducted  under  this 
section.  The  Institute  shall  not  com¬ 
mence  such  study  until  the  first  day 
after  the  close  of  the  first  period  of  30 
calendar  days  of  continuous  session  of 
the  Congress  after  the  date  of  the  de¬ 
livery  of  such  plan  to  the  Congress. 

(B)  For  purposes  of  subparagraph 
(A)— 

(i)  continuity  of  session  is  broken 
only  by  an  adjournment  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  sine  die;  and 

(ii)  the  days  on  which  either  House 
is  not  in  session  because  of  an  adjourn¬ 
ment  of  more  than  30  days  to  a  day 
certain  are  excluded  in  the  computa¬ 
tion  of  the  30-day  period. 

5.  VOLUNTARY/OBUGATORY  NATURE  OP 
THE  RESPONSES 

Voluntary. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  COLLECTED  WILL  BE 
USED 

The  information  collected  through 
the  various  projects  in  this  study  will 
be  used  by  (I^ongress  to  assist  them  in 
legislating  on  vocational  education  in 
the  future.  This  was  the  Congress  in¬ 
tention  in  writing  the  mandate;  the 
topics  specified  for  investigation  and 
the  timing  of  the  final  report  show 
this  intention.  The  final  report  is  due 
September  30,  1981,  so  that  it  can  be 
used  during  the  reauthorization  hear¬ 
ings  for  the  Vocational  Education  Act 
which  will  take  place  that  year.  The 
topics  set  forth  in  the  mandate  will  be 
investigated  through  a  variety  of  sepa¬ 
rate  projects,  four  of  which  require 
original  data  collection. 

In  developing  the  plan  for  data  col¬ 
lection,  we  were  mindful  of  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  data  generation  and 
collection  present  in  various  other  sur¬ 
veys  and  studies  also  mandated.  By  re¬ 
lying  on  existing  data,  utilizing  the  in¬ 
formation  generated  as  a  result  of  the 
other  mandated  studies  and  other  re¬ 
quirements  of  Pub.  L.  94-482  and  by 


taking  advantage  of  data  from  surveys 
undertaken  by  other  offices  (e.g„  the 
Vocational  Education  Data  Survey, 
the  OCR  Survey  scheduled  to  take 
place  in  1979,  the  evaluation  projects 
at  the  Office  of  Education  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Center  for  Research  in  Voca¬ 
tional  Education),  we  were  able  to 
reduce  greatly  the  amount  of  original 
data  collection  and  to  avoid  complete¬ 
ly  the  necessity  of  conducting  a  na¬ 
tionwide  survey.  All  four  projects  in¬ 
volve  in-depth  studies  in  a  limited 
number  of  States  (5  to  15,  depending 
on  the  project)  to  complement  the  na¬ 
tional  data  being  produced  by  other 
studies  or  surveys. 

The  proposed  data  collection  strat¬ 
egy  was  developed  after  extensive  con¬ 
sultation  with  representatives  of  perti¬ 
nent  interest  groups,  members  of  the 
vocational  education  community,  a 
consulting  group  of  scholars  and  prac¬ 
titioners,  and  officials  in  Federal  ex¬ 
ecutive  agencies.  State  Education 
Agencies  (SEA’s)  and  Local  Education 
Agencies  (LEA’s). 

Reports  and  Dissemination:  The 
findings  from  all  projects,  including 
the  four  involving  original  data  collec¬ 
tion,  will  be  synthesized  by  the  study 
staff  into  an  interim  and  a  final  report 
which  will  be  transmitted,  as  the  law 
requires,  to  the  Congress  and  the 
President.  These  reports  will  furnish 
information  needed  by  Congress  to 
assist  them  in  legislating  on  vocational 
education.  They  will  also  furnish  in¬ 
formation  needed  by  executive  agen¬ 
cies  and  State  and  local  education 
agencies  in  formulating  policy  for  vo¬ 
cational  education.  Reports  will  be 
made  available  to  all  interested  par¬ 
ties. 

The  Data  Acquisition  Plan  (Item  7), 

THE  Respondents  (Item  s),  and  the 

Information  To  Be  Collected  (Item 

9)  Are  Presented  Below  Separately 

for  Each  of  the  Four  Projects 

Project  Title:  Descriptive  Study  of  the 
Distribution  of  Federal,  State  and 
Local  Vocational  Education  Funds. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

A.  Method  of  collection;  Mailed 
survey  form  and  some  personal  inter¬ 
views. 

B.  Time  of  collection:  January  1980 
to  March  1980. 

C.  Frequency:  One  time  only. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Local  Education  Agencies. 

b.  Number:  1000. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  Approxirnately  2-6  per 
agency  depending  on  accessibility  of 
the  extant  data. 

a.  Type:  Public  Secondary  Schools. 

b.  Number:  1200. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  Approximately  2-6  per 
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school  depending  on  accessibility  of 
extant  data. 

a.  Type:  Vocational/Technical  post¬ 
secondary  institutions. 

b.  Number:  250. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  Approximately  2-6  per 
institution  depending  on  accessibility 
of  the  extant  data. 

a.  Type:  Adult  education  administra¬ 
tors. 

b.  Number:  150, 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  Approximately  2-6  per 
administrator  depending  on  the  acces¬ 
sibility  of  the  ^xtant  data. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

The  following  information  will  be 
collected  from  each  type  of  respond¬ 
ents  listed  above; 

a.  expenditures  for  vocational  educa¬ 
tion  by  program,  services,  target  popu¬ 
lations  for  all  educational  levels. 

b.  program  enrollments  by  student 
characteristics. 

c.  demographic  and  economic  pro¬ 
files 'of  schools  and  districts. 

d.  student  placement  information. 

e.  education  (vocational  education) 
revenues  by  source  according  to  legis¬ 
lative  intent. 

f.  vocational  education  staff  and  or¬ 
ganizational  characteristics. 

g.  district  expenditures  and  enroll¬ 
ments  for  all  education. 

h.  utilization  of  resources  by-  institu¬ 
tions. 

Some  of  this  information  will  be 
available  from  existing  documents  and 
existing  data  files  such  as  the  new  Vo¬ 
cational  Education  Data  System 
(VEDS),  the  OCR  Survey,  and  other 
data  files  at  the  National  Center  for 
Education  Statistics.  For  each  institu¬ 
tion  sampled  we  will  examine  the  ex¬ 
isting  information  and  construct  the 
mailed  survey  form  to  collect  supple¬ 
mentary  information.  The  availability 
of  VEDS  data  will  reduce  greatly  the 
burden  here.  For  selected  sites,  such 
as  some  State  Education  Agencies  and 
central  cities  where  the  data  require¬ 
ments  may  be  more  complex,  investi¬ 
gators  will  administer  the  survey  form 
on-site. 

Project  title:  Analysis  of  State  and 
Local  Administrative.  Compliance,  and 
Evaluation  Practices  for  Vocational 
Education. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

A.  Method  of  collection:  Personal  In¬ 
terviews. 

B.  Time  of  collection:  September 
1979  to  June  1980. 

C.  Frequency:  One  time  only. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Federal  agencies. 

b.  Number:  1  (HEW). 


c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  per  respondent; 
maximiun  50  respondents  in  HEW. 

a.  Type;  State-level  Administrative 
Units  for  Vocational  Education. 

b.  Number;  15. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  per  respondent; 
average  of  15  respondents  per  adminis¬ 
trative  unit. 

a.  Type:  State  Commissions/Com¬ 
mittees/Advisory  Councils. 

b. ' Number;  60. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  per  respondent; 
average  of  3  respondents  per  unit. 

a.  Type:  Local  Education  Agencies  or 
Community  College  Districts. 

b.  Number:  90. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  per  respondent; 
average  of  5  respondents  per  agency. 

a.  Type:  Public  Elementary /Second¬ 
ary  Schools. 

b.  Number:  60. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  Average  of  V4  hr.  per 
respondent;  averge  of  10  per  school. 

a.  Type:  Vocational/Technical  post¬ 
secondary  institutions. 

b.  Number;  30. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  Average  of  hr.  per 
respondent;  average  of  10  respondents 
per  institution. 

a.  Type:  CETA  Prime  Sponsors. 

b.  Number:  45. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  per  respondent; 
average  of  4  respondents  per  agency. 

a.  Type:  Students. 

b.  Number:  maximum  400. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  Average  of  V4  hr.  per 
respondent. 

a.  Type:  Employers, 

b.  Number:  maximum  180. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  Average  of  V4  hr.  per 
respondent. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

Prom  the  respondents  at  the  Feder¬ 
al,  State,  and  local  level  information 
will  be  obtained  on  the  manner  in 
which  State  and  local  education  agen¬ 
cies  implement  Federal  policy  for  vo¬ 
cational  education,  particularly  in 
regard  to  matters  of  compliance  and 
evaluation.  Specific  information  to  be 
collected  will  involve  answers  to  ques¬ 
tions  about  the  degree  of  State  and 
local  compliance,  the  manner  in  which 
State  and  local  conditions  affect  the 
implementation  of  Federal  vocational 
education  policy,  the  process  of 
achieving  compliance,  the  manner  in 
which  evaluation  results  affect  pro¬ 
gram  activity,  the  consequence  of  uti¬ 
lizing  particular  evaluation  criteria, 
the  impact  of  multiple  Federally  man¬ 
dated  evaluation  activities,  and  the 
nature  of  relationships  between  voca¬ 


tional  education  programs  and  those 
training  activities  operated  through 
Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act  programs. 

Project  Title:  Meeting  the  Needs  of 
Special  Needs  Groups. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

A.  Method  of  Collection:  Personal 
interviews,  observation. 

B.  Time  of  collection:  January  to 
June.  1980. 

C.  Frequency:  One  time  only. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Local  Education  Agencies. 

b.  Number:  15. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  hr.  (personnel  re¬ 
sponsible  for  programs  to  special 
needs  populations). 

a.  Type:  State-level  Administrative 
Units  for  Vocational  Education. 

b.  Number;  5. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  hr.  (personnel  re¬ 
sponsible  for  programs  to  special 
needs  populations). 

a.  Type:  State  Commissions/Com¬ 
mittees/Advisory  Councils. 

b.  Number:  5. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  hr.  (personnel  re¬ 
sponsible  for  programs  to  special 
needs  populations). 

a.  Type:  Public  Secondary  Schools. 

b.  Number:  45. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  hr.  (administrators, 
students  with  special  needs,  teachers, 
and  counselors). 

a.  Type:  Vocational/Technical  post¬ 
secondary  institutions  (public  and  pri¬ 
vate), 

b.  Number:  45. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent;  1  hr.  (administrators, 
students  with  special  needs,  teachers, 
and  counselors). 

a.  Type:  State  and  Local  Employ¬ 
ment  and  Training  Organizations. 

b.  Number:  150. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent;  1  hr.  (administrators 
of  programs,  advocates  of  special 
needs  groups). 

a.  Type:  State  and  Local  Employ¬ 
ment  and  Training  Organizations. 

b.  Number:  45. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent;  1  hr.  (administrators 
and  program  personnel). 

a.  Type;  Community-Based  Organi¬ 
zations. 

b.  Number:  45. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  hr.  (administrators 
and  program  personnel). 

a.  Type:  Local  Employers. 

b.  Number:  45. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  hr. 
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a.  Type:  CETA  Prime  Sponsors. 

b.  Number:  45. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  hr. 

a.  Type:  School  Dropouts. 

b.  Number:  45. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  re.spondent:  1  hr. 

a.  Type:  State  and  Local  Public  Em¬ 
ployment  Services. 

b.  Number:  45. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1  hr. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

State  personnel  will  be  interviewed 
to  determine  State  strategies  for  deal¬ 
ing  with  special  needs  groups  and  how 
those  strategies  fit  Federal  intent.  On 
the  local  level,  program  deliverers, 
local  employers,  advocacy  groups,  and 
program  participants  will  be  inter¬ 
viewed  to  determine  how  objectives 
and  intent  of  legislation  fit  into  the 
employment  and  training  needs  of  the 
special  needs  groups. 

Project  Title:  Responsiveness  of  the 
Consumer  and  Homemaking  Edu¬ 
cation  System  to  the  Intent  of 
Congress. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

A.  Method  of  collection:  Personal  in¬ 
terviews,  classroom  observation. 

B.  Time  of  collection:  October  to  De¬ 
cember  1979  for  State  data.  December 
1979  for  Federal  data.  October  1980  to 
January  1981  for  local  data. 

C.  Frequency:  One  time  only. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Local  Education  Agencies. 

b.  Number:  50. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1-2  per  agency  (ad¬ 
ministrators  or  supervisors). 

a.  Type:  Public  elementary /second¬ 
ary  schools. 

b.  Number:  100  approximately. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  4  per  institution 
(within  institutions  to  principals, 
teachers,  students  in  class  size  groups). 

a.  Type:  Public  junior  colleges. 

b.  Number:  25  approximately. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  2  per  institution 
(within  institutions  to  administrators 
or  teachers). 

a.  Type:  Federal  agencies. 

b.  Number:  1  agency.  3  people. 

c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  re.spondent:  1-2. 

a.  Type:  State  Commissions/Com¬ 
mittees/Advisory  Councils. 

b.  Number:  10. 

c.  Elstimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  State-level  Administrative 
Units  for  Vocational  Education. 

b.  Number:  10. 


c.  Estimated  average  person  hours 
per  respondent:  8  per  institution 
(within  institutions  to  administrators). 

a.  Type:  Vccational/technical  post¬ 
secondary  and  adult  education  institu¬ 
tions. 

b.  Number:  approximately  50. 

c.  Estimated  average  F>erson  hours 
per  respondent:  2  per  institution 
(within  institutions  to  administrators, 
supervisors,  teachers), 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

Interview’s  with  State  agency  person¬ 
nel  will  obtain  information  on  how 
States  conduct  their  leadership,  man¬ 
agement,  and  review  functions  for  con¬ 
sumer  and  homemaking  education,  as 
well  as  information  on  the  allocation 
of  funds  for  ancillary  serv’ices.  Inter¬ 
views  with  Federal  agency  personnel 
will  obtain  information  on  the  extent 
to  which  the  Federal  government  pro¬ 
vides  leadership  to  consumer  and 
homemaking  education  programs. 
Local  consumer  and  homemaking  edu¬ 
cation  program  personnel  will  be  inter¬ 
viewed  to  determine  w’hether  the  pro¬ 
grams  are  responsive  to  legislative 
intent  and  whether  there  are  differ¬ 
ences  between  Federally  funded  and 
non-Federally  funded  programs.  Class¬ 
room  observ'ation  will  be  used  to  con¬ 
firm  interview  data. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  title  of  proposed  activity 

Study  of  the  R&D  Utilization 
(RDU)  Program. 

2.  agency/bureau  office 
National  Institute  of  Education. 

3,  agency  form  number 
NIE  Form  199  A  &  B. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

“The  Institute  shall,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section, 
seek  to  improve  education  in  the 
United  States  through  concentrating 
the  resources  of  the  Institute  on  the 
following  priority  research  and  devel¬ 
opment  needs— 

“(E)”  improved  dissemination  of  the 
results  of,  and  knowledge  gained  from, 
educational  research  and  development, 
including  assistance  to  educational 
agencies  and  institutions  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  such  results  and  knowledge. 
(Emphasis  added). 

“In  order  to  carry  out  the  objectives 
of  the  Institute,  the  Director  is  au¬ 
thorized,  through  the  Institute,  to 
conduct  educational  research:  'collect 
and  disseminate  the  findings  of  educa¬ 
tional  research:  train  individuals  in 
educational  research:  assist  and  foster 
such  research,  collection,  dissemina¬ 


tion.  or  training  through  grants,  or 
technical  assistance  to.  or  jointly  fi¬ 
nanced  cooperative  arrangements 
with,  public  or  private  organizations, 
institutions,  agencies,  or  individuals: 
.  .  .”  (Section  405  of  the  General  Edu¬ 
cation  Provisions  Act  as  amended.  20 
use  1221e.) 

5.  voluntary/obligatory  nature  or 

RESPONSE 

Voluntary. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

WILL  BE  USED 

Background 

The  Research  and  Development  Uti¬ 
lization  (RDU)  program  was  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  National  Institute  of 
Education  (NIE)  in  1976.  Regarded  as 
an  “action-research”  endeavor,  this 
program  has  been  designed  to  achieve 
three  major  objectives: 

(a)  to  help  schools  alleviate  specific, 
locally  defined  problems  in  the  areas 
of  basic  skills  and  career  education: 

(b)  to  help  school  and  community 
personnel  learn  about  the  products  of 
educational  R&D:  and 

(c)  to  increase  understanding  of  how 
the  local  program  improvement  proc¬ 
ess  can  be  better  managed  and  become 
more  effective. 

The  RDU  program  sponsors  seven 
projects:  four  under  the  direction  of 
State  Education  Agencies  (Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  Georgia,  Florida,  and  Michigan) 
and  three  managed  by  multi-state  con¬ 
sortia  (The  National  education  Associ¬ 
ation,  based  in  Washington,  D.C.;  the 
NETWORK  Consortium,  based  in  An¬ 
dover,  M^issachusetts:  and  the  north¬ 
west  Reading  Consortium,  based  in 
the  State  Education  Agency  in  Olym¬ 
pia,  Washington).  A  total  of  approxi¬ 
mately  240  sites  (school  districts  or  in¬ 
dividual  schools)  are  involved  in  the 
seven  projects.  Overall  coordination  of 
the  RDU  program  is  the  responsibility 
of  NIE’s  Program  on  Dissemination 
and  Improvement  of  Practice. 

Study 

This  study  aims  to  make  major  con¬ 
tributions  to  the  understanding  of  ra¬ 
tional  problem  solving  in  local  schools 
by  examinating  how  schools  utilize  ex¬ 
ternally  developed  R&D  products  to 
improve  administrative  procedures 
and  instructional  practices.  The  study 
also  promises  to  increase  the  store  of 
relevant  information  about  the  design, 
operation,  and  results  of  dissemination 
programs  in  education.  It  addresses  six 
major  issues: 

(1)  how  relationships  are  managed 
between  various  agencies  which  have 
the  expertise  and  resources  to  help 
local  schools  solve  problem: 

(2)  to  what  degree  an  intervention 
program  such  as  RDU  can  help 
schools  overcome  barriers  to  success¬ 
ful  problem  solving  (limited  access  to 
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information,  lack  of  planning  skills, 
etc.); 

(3)  to  what  degree  the  products  of 
educational  R«&D  are  relevant  to  the 
problems  and  contexts  of  local  schools; 

(4)  what  the  impact  is  of  the  prod¬ 
ucts  of  educational  R&D  once  they 
have  been  adopted  and  implemented; 

(5)  what  factors  contribute  to  the 
institutionalization  of  the  RDU  ap¬ 
proach  within  a  variety  of  organiza¬ 
tions; 

(6)  how  linking  agents  coordinate 
the  flow  of  external  resources  to 
schools,  and  whether  this  helps  the 
schools  solve  problems. 

In  order  to  address  these  issues,  a  va¬ 
riety  of  data  collection  strategies  will 
be  used,  including  field  visits  to  the 
seven  RDU  projects  and  selected  sites, 
case  studies  written  about  a  sample  of 
sites  and  linking  agents,  and  mail  sur¬ 
veys  of  teachers  and  school  principals. 
Only  the  latter  involves  the  use  of 
forms. 

Use 

The  data  collected  by  this  effort  will 
be  used  by  the  National  Institute  of 
Education  for  policy  and  planning  de¬ 
velopment  in  the  area  of  dissemina¬ 
tion.  Moreover,  NIE  has  identified 
three  priority  target  groups  for  the  re¬ 
sults  of  the  Abt  Associates  study. 
These  groups  are  the  ones  most  able 
to  make  immediate  contributions  to 
the  improvement  of  existing  struc¬ 
tures  and  practices  for  managing 
change.  They  are  the  managers  of 
change  programs  (including  school- 
based  based  practitioner),  policy 
makers,  and  researchers.  Managers 
and  practitioners  need  to  know  what 
really  works  if  they  are  to- solve  educa¬ 
tional  problems.  Policy  makers  at  the 
State  the  Federal  levels  require  infor¬ 
mation  that  will  allow  them  to  design 
programs  that  will  have  the  highest 
probability  of  impact,  giyen  limited 
budgets  and  other  constraints.  Re¬ 
searchers,  particularly  applied  re¬ 
searchers,  need  accurate  information 
about  programs  and  their  results  in 
order  to  develop  more  refined  concepts 
and  models  of  change  which  will  lead 
to  improved  practices  in  the  future. 

(7)  a.  Method  of  collection;  Mail. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  Fall,  1979. 

c.  Frequency:  Single  time. 

(8)  a.  Type:  School  principals. 

(b)  Number:  Universe  (approximate¬ 
ly  240). 

c.  Estimated  average  person-hours 
per  respondent:  .75. 

(9)  a.  Type:  Teachers. 

b.  Number:  Sample  (approximately 
1440— an  average  of  6  teachers  per 
school  X  240  schools). 

c.  Elstimated  average  person-hours 
per  resondent:  .75. 

(10)  Information  to  be  collected: 
Principals:  The  T4  Principal  Survey  is 
designed  to  provide  information  on 
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the  structure  and  environment  of  par¬ 
ticipating  schools.  In  addition  to  var¬ 
ious  school  characteristics  such  as 
school  organization,  pupil  attendance, 
and  size  of  staff  in  the  school,  re¬ 
spondents  will  be  asked  about  the 
site’s  previous  experience  with  Federal 
Programs  and  school-wide  effects  of 
the  RDU  program,  covering  such 
issues  as  the  extent  of  change  in  var¬ 
ious  aspects  of  school  operation,  incor¬ 
poration  of  the  problem  solving  proc¬ 
ess,  and  involvement  of  personnel 
from  outside  the  school  site. 

Teachers:  The  T4  Teacher  Survey  is 
designed  to  provide  information  on 
the  status  of  the  R«&D  product  imple¬ 
mented  as  a  potential  solution  to  the 
site’s  identified  problem.  The  instru¬ 
ment  will  be  administrated  to  teachers 
involved  in  the  use  of  the  solution. 
Topics  addressed  will  include:  level  of 
product  use  and  scope  of  implementa¬ 
tion;  degree  of  satisfaction  with  the 
product;  and  extent  of  adaptatior.3  or 
modifications  of  the  product  for  class¬ 
room  use.  In  addition,  information  will 
be  collected  on  changes  in  teacher 
classroom  behavior  and  attitudes,  per¬ 
ceived  pupil  outcomes,  and  overall  at¬ 
titudes  towards  R&D  products. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  TITLE  OF  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY 

Computer-Assisted  Instruction  and 
Compensatory  Education. 

The  ETS/LAUSD  Study. 

2.  agency/bureau/office 

National  Institute  of  Education/Pro¬ 
gram  on  Teaching  and  Learning. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

NIE-208A  thru  S. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

“In  order  to  carry  out  the  objectives 
of  the  Institute,  the  Director  is  au¬ 
thorized  •  *  *  to  conduct  educational 
research;  collect  and  disseminate  find¬ 
ings  of  educational  research;  •  •  • 
assist  and  foster  such  research,  collec¬ 
tion,  dissemination  *  *  •  through 
grants  *  •  •  or  jointly  financed  cooper¬ 
ative  arrangements  with  public  or 
private  organizations  •  •  (Sec. 
405(e)(1)  of  the  General  Education 
Provisions  Act  as  amended;  20  U.S.C. 
1221e.) 

6.  VOLUNTARY/OBLIGATORY  NATURE  OF 
RESPONSE 

Voluntary,  so  far  as  contractor  is 
concerned,  (School  personnel  who  ad¬ 
minister  curricular  tests  may  use  them 
as  part  of  their  regular  classroom  in¬ 
structional  program.) 
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6.  HOW  INFORMATION  COLLECTED  WILL  BE 
USED 

The  purpose  of  the  ETS/LAUSD 
computer-assisted  instruction  study  is 
to  aiiswer  the  question  of  whether 
drill-and-practice  in  three  curriculums 
for  elementary  school  students  can 
provide  a  solution  to  the  nation’s  prob¬ 
lem  of  compensatory  education.  One 
curriculum  is  in  mathematics  (grade 
levels  1-6);  one  is  in  reading  (grade 
levels  2.5-6);  and  the  third  is  in  lan¬ 
guage  arts  (grade  levels  3-6),  The  cur¬ 
ricula  supplement  regular  classroom 
instruction  and  are  sufficiently  gener¬ 
al  in  content  to  complement  most 
plausible  teaching  styles  and  text¬ 
books.  Though  other  CAI  curriculums 
exist,  only  this  package  of  three  is 
presently  available  to  address  all  the 
needs  of  students  through  most  of 
their  elementary  school  experience. 

State  and  local  educational  authori¬ 
ties  could  be  assured  of  having  a  satis¬ 
factory  compensatory  program  at 
their  disposal.  The  objective  of  this 
study  is  to  make  an  assessment  of  the 
program’s  effectiveness  and  to  provide 
potential  users  with  information  on 
such  questions  as: 

1.  Are  these  CAI  curriculums  effec¬ 
tive  in  the  short  run,  i.e.,  for  one  or 
one  and  one-half  years? 

2.  Can  the  CAI  curriculums  continue 
to  assist  students  over  the  bulk  of 
their  elementary  school  experience, 
i.e.,  for  two  and  one-half  or  three  and 
one-half  years? 

Depending  in  part  on  the  availability 
of  funds,  it  may  also  provide  the  fol¬ 
lowing  information; 

1.  Do  different  amounts  of  CAI  per 
week  affect  student  performance,  or  is 
there  a  threshold  dosage  level? 

2.  How  is  a  student’s  performance  af¬ 
fected  in  the  years  subsequent  to  his 
or  her  use  of  CAI? 

3.  Through  what  mechanisms  does 
CAI  have  its  effects? 

Also,  research  on  children’s  solution 
processes  was  initiated  to  increase  un¬ 
derstanding  of  possible  effects  on  stu¬ 
dent  performance  in  terms  of  both  the 
answers  given  to  test  questions  and 
the  process  by  which  students  reach 
these  answers.  The  major  objectives 
here  are  to  investigate  the  nature  of 
the  skills,  concepts,  and  understanding 
which  underlie  any  observed  CAI  ef¬ 
fects  on  test  scores  to  document 
common  misconceptions  and  sources 
of  difficulty  in  elementary  mathemat¬ 
ics  across  curricula. 

Confidentiality  of  individuals  and 
schools,  but  not  city  or  state,  will  be 
maintained. 

FToject  reports  will  be  submitted  pe¬ 
riodically  as  will  articles  for  profes¬ 
sional  educational  research  journals. 
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7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection:  Personal  in- 
teniew,  written  questionnaires,  writ¬ 
ten  tests. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  Teacher  inter¬ 
views.  June  1979:  questionnaires  and 
tests,  spring  1979  and  fall  1979. 

c.  Frequency:  interviews  annually; 
questionnaires  and  tests  semiannually. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Students,  public  elementary 
schools. 

b.  Number:  Estimate  2450  students. 

c.  Elstimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  Grades  1  &  2—110  min¬ 
utes  per  respondent  (approximately 
600  students);  Grade  3—190  minutes 
per  respondent  (approximately  550 
students):  Grades  4.  5,  &  6—250  min¬ 
utes  per  respondent  (approximately 
1300  students). 

a.  Type:  Teacher,  public  elementary 
schools. 

b.  Number:  Estimate  90  teachers. 

c.  Elstimate  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  30  minutes. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

Students:  Achievement  by  means  of 
standardized  tests  (CTBS  OR  ITBS),  a 
short  test  of  curriculum  specific 
achievement,  demographic  informa¬ 
tion  about  students,  student  attitudes 
toward  school,  and  rates  of  student 
progress  through  the  CAI  curriculums. 

Teachers:  A  pupil  survey  instrument 
describing  student  background  and  de¬ 
mographic  variables  will  be  completed 
by  the  teachers  as  were  questionnaires 
de.scribing  their  own  background  and 
training;  their  classroom  instruction  in 
math,  reading,  and  language  arts;  and 
certain  of  their  attitudes. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Inform.vtion  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1 .  TITLE  OF  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY 

Teacher  Corps  Program  Evaluation. 

2.  AGENCY/BUREAU/OFFICE 

U-S.  Office  of  Education/Office  of 
Evaluation  and  Dissemination/Divi¬ 
sion  of  Occupational,  Handicapped 
and  Developmental  Programs. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

OE  636-1  thru  -17. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

"The  Commissioner  is  authorized  to 
provide  planning,  technical-  assistance, 
monitoring,  documenting,  dissemina¬ 
tion,  and  evaluation  services  for  ar¬ 
rangements  made  under  this  Title." 
(P.L.  89-329  Title  V.  Sec.  513(a)(7)(B); 
20-USC-1103.) 


5.  VOLUNTARY/OBLIGATORY  NATURE  OF 
RESPONSE 

Voluntary. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  COLLECTED  WILL  BE 
USED 

Program  Management.  The  Teacher 
Corps  Program  Evaluation  is  a  five- 
year  longitudinal  study  of  this  Federal 
program,  viewed  from  a  number  of 
perspectives.  A  major  objective  of  this 
multipurpose  evaluation  will  be  to 
gather  information  that  can  be  used 
by  decision-makers  to  draw'  inferences 
on  future  funding  levels  and  on  key 
issues  such  as  teacher  training, 
institutionalization,  and  dissemina¬ 
tion.  At  another  management  level 
findings  will  help  guide  the  Teacher 
Corps  Washington  office  to  provide 
better  service  and  better  utilize  staff 
and  resources.  The  local  project  level 
will  benefit  from  the  collection  and  as¬ 
sessment  of  data  on  problems,  success¬ 
es,  and  failures  encountered  in  pro¬ 
gram  implementation. 

Evaluation.  Primary  study  ques¬ 
tions  pivot  around  the  four  major  pro¬ 
gram  outcomes  specified  in  the  Teach¬ 
er  Corps  Rules  and  Regulations  and 
key  features  stated  in  authorizing  leg¬ 
islation.  Emphasis  will  be  placed  on  as¬ 
sessing  to  what  extent  projects  imple¬ 
ment  those  key  features,  and  how  pro¬ 
jects  achieve  the  four  outcomes.  Ques¬ 
tions  to  be  answered  include:  How  do 
Federal  laws  and  policy  become  imple¬ 
mented  at  the  local  level?  Can  what  is 
learned  from  Teacher  Corps  be  gener¬ 
alized  to  other  Federal  agencies  in 
terms  of  implemeting  Federal  Legisla¬ 
tion  and  working  collaboratively  at 
local  and  Federal  levels?  What  can  be 
learned  from  Teacher  Corps  experi¬ 
ence  about  how'  to  improve  teacher 
training  and  teaching,  and  how  change 
may  be  effected  in  various  institutions 
such  as  schools  and  universities?  What 
is  the  impact  of  the  program  (in 
human  terms)  on  children,  teachers, 
professors,  community  members,  and 
other  school  and  university  personnel? 

Research.  First,  the  evaluation  will 
provide  information  for  the  education 
profession  at  large  for  better  under¬ 
standing  of  the  implementation  of  a 
field-based  training  program.  It  will 
also  provide  more  specific  information 
to  the  profession,  such  as  information 
about  factors  influencing  collabora¬ 
tion  between  institutes  of  higher  edu¬ 
cation  and  local  education  agencies. 

Additional  research  issues  of  interest 
to  educators,  psychologists,  and  soci¬ 
ologists  include:  (1)  the  state  of  the 
art  of  teacher  training:  (2)  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  how  teachers  develop,  and  the 
factors  that  facilitate  or  inhibit  the 
grow'th  or  maturation  of  teachers:  (3) 
a  greater  understanding  of  the  general 
principles  of  the  development  of  orga¬ 
nizations. 


7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection:  Interviews 
and  questionnaires. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  For  mail-back 
questionnaires  completed  by  respond¬ 
ents  in  non-sample  projects,  adminis¬ 
tration  in  fall;  in-person  interview's  ad¬ 
ministered  to  respondents  in  sample 
projects  in  fall  and  spring;  mail-back 
questionnaires  administered  to  re¬ 
spondents  in  sample  projects,  fall, 
winter,  and  spring:  case  study  inter¬ 
views  in  a  subset  of  sample  projects  bi¬ 
monthly.  All  in  school  years  1979/80; 
1980/81;  1981/82;  1982/83. 

c.  Frequency:  In  non-sample  projects 
annually.  In  sample  projects  in-person 
interviews  twice  annually;  mail-back 
questionnaires  thrice  anually.  In 
subset  of  sample  projects,  case  study 
interviews  bimonthly. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Teacher  Corps  project  di¬ 
rectors. 

b.  Number:  120. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Project  documentors. 

b.  Number:  30. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Teacher  Corps  program  de¬ 
velopment  specialists. 

b.  Number:  20. 

c.  Estimated  asverage  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Other  Teacher  Corps  staff 
members. 

b.  Number:  60. 

c.  Elstimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Project  Policy  Board  Mem¬ 
bers  (includes  Deans  of  IHE  Schools 
of  Education,  School  District  Superin¬ 
tendents,  Community  Council  Chair¬ 
persons  and  others). - 

b.  Number:  600. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Faculty  members.  Schools 
of  Education— HIE. 

b.  Number:  120. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Principals,  Vice-principals 
(school)— LEA. 

b.  Number:  500. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Teacher  Corps  liaison— 
LEA. 

b.  Number:  30. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1.25. 

a.  Type:  Teacher  Corps  team  leaders. 

b.  Number:  120. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Teachers  elementary/sec¬ 
ondary— LEA. 

b.  Number:  2,000. 


FED€RAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  44,  NO.  37— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  22,  1979 


NOTICES 


10639 


c.  Elstimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1.25. 

a.  Type:  Teacher  aides— LEA. 

b.  Number:  400. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1.25. 

a.  Type:  School  counselors— LEA. 

b.  Number:  400. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Students,  grades  7-12. 
public  schools. 

b.  Number:  19,500. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .5. 

a.  Type:  Teacher  Corps  interns. 

b.  Number:  500. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  1. 

a.  Type:  Parents. 

b.  Number:  300. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .5. 

a.  Type:  Teacher  union  representa¬ 
tives. 

b.  Number:  15. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .5. 

a.  Type:  Teacher  Corps  Network  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretaries. 

b.  Number:  12. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .5. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

Project  directors.  Demographics: 
project  dissemination  and  information 
gathering  conducted;  attitudes  toward 
and  perceptions  of  project  develop¬ 
ment,  implementation,  and  impacts: 
attitudes  and  concerns  about  teaching; 
participation  and  level  of  involvement 
in  assessment  of  pre-  and  in-service 
training  needs;  development,,  imple¬ 
mentation,  and  evaluation  of  teacher 
training  program. 

Project  documentors.  Demographics, 
dissemination  and  information  gather¬ 
ing  activities;  attitudes  toward  and 
perceptions  of  project  development, 
implementation,,  and  impacts. 

Program  development  specialist/ 
Teacher  Corps  liaison.  Demographics, 
attitudes  toward  and  perceptions  of 
project  development,  implementation, 
and  Impacts;  attitudes  about  teaching. 

Teacher  Corps  staff  members.  Atti¬ 
tudes  toward  and  perceptions  of  proj¬ 
ect  development,  implementation  and 
impacts. 

Community  Council  Chairpersons. 
Deans  of  Schools  of  Education,  Super¬ 
intendents.  other  members  of  Project 
Policy  Board.  Demographics  attitudes 
toward  and  perceptions  of  project  de¬ 
velopment.  implementation  and  im¬ 
pacts. 

Faculty  members.  Schools  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  Colleges  and  Universities.  Demo¬ 
graphics;  attitudes  about  teaching:  at¬ 
titudes  toward  and  perceptions  of 
project  development,  implementation 
and  impacts;  participation  and  level  of 


involvement  in  assessment  of  pre-  and 
in-service  training  needs;  development, 
implementation,  and  evaluation  of 
training  program.  ^ 

Principals.  Demographics;  attitudes 
about  teaching;  attitudes  toward  and 
perceptions  of  project  development, 
and  implementation  impacts:  percep¬ 
tions  of  school  climate;  participation 
and  level  of  involvement  in  assessment 
of  pre-  and  in-service  training  needs; 
development,  implementation  and 
evaluation  of  training  program. 

Team  leaders,  teachers.  Same  infor¬ 
mation  as  for  principals  with  an  addi¬ 
tional  measure  of  teaching  concerns. 

Interns.  Demographics;  attitudes 
about  teaching;  teaching  concerns;  at¬ 
titudes  toward  and  perceptions  of 
project  development,  implementation, 
and  impacts;  perceptions  of  school  cli¬ 
mate;  participation  and  level  of  in¬ 
volvement  in  development  and  assess¬ 
ment  of  training  program. 

Teacher  aids,  volunteers.  Demo¬ 
graphics;'  attitudes  about  teaching:  at¬ 
titudes  toward  and  perceptions  of 
project  development,  implementation 
and  impacts;  perceptions  of  school  cli¬ 
mate. 

Teacher  union  representatives..  Par¬ 
ticipation  and  level  of  involvement  in 
development  and  assessment  of  train¬ 
ing  program;  attitudes  toward  and  per¬ 
ceptions  of  project  development,  im¬ 
plementation.  and  impacts. 

Students.  Demographics;  rating  of 
instructor;  perceptions  of  school  cli¬ 
mate;  views  of  project  implementation 
and  impacts. 

Parents.  Views  of*  project  implemen¬ 
tation  and  impacts. 

Teacher  Corps  Network  Secretaries. 
Patterns  of  project  interaction  and 
communication:  dissemination/infor¬ 
mation  gathering  activities  overall. 

Data  collection  sheets  to  be  complet¬ 
ed  at  IHE,  LEA  schools,  (responsibility 
of  contractor).  Institutional  demo¬ 
graphic  data  such  as  enrollment,  eth¬ 
nicity,  sex,  turnover  rate  of  students 
and  teaching  staff,  size  and  nature  of 
surrounding  community,  funding  in¬ 
formation. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  TITLE  OF  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY 

An  Assessment  of  the  Operation  of 
the  Adult  Education  Act  State  Grant 
Program. 

2.  AGENCY/BUREAU/OFFICE 

Office  of  Education/Office  of  Evalu¬ 
ation  and  Dissemination/Division  of 
Occupational.  Handicapped,  and  De¬ 
velopmental  Programs. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

OE  667-1  thru  -5. 


4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

“The  Commissioner  shall  directly, 
and  through  grants  and  contracts  with 
public  and  private  agencies,  institu¬ 
tions  and  organizations,  evaluate  the 
effectiveness  of  programs  conducted 
under  section  304  of  this  Act.”  (P.L. 
91-230:  Sec.  309(a)(1)). 

5.  voluntary/obligatory  nature  of 

RESPONSE 

Voluntary. 

6.  how  information  to  be  COLLECTED 

WILL  BE  USED 

Program  Management.  Assessment 
of  program  effectiveness:  needs  for 
technical  assistance  at  state  and  local 
levels;  basis  for  design  of  longitudinal 
impact  evaluation. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection:  Mail  and 
Personal  Interview. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  Summer.  1979. 

c.  Frequency:  Annually  (single  time). 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Adult  Education  Adminis¬ 
trators. 

b.  Number:  Sample,  550. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .75  hour. 

a.  Type:  Adult  Elducation  Students. 

b.  Number:  Sample,  1650. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .25  hour. 

a.  Type:  Non-profit  Organizations. 

b.  Number:  Sample,  660. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .33  hour. 

a.  Type:  State  Education  Agencies. 

b.  Number:  Census.  51. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .75  hour. 

a.  Type:  Teachers.  Elementary /Sec¬ 
ondary. 

b.  Number:  Sample,  660. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .33  hour, 

a.  Type:  State  Education  Agencies. 

b.  Number:  Sample.  20. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  .75  hour. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

Adult  Education  Administrators: 
Program  structure  and  organization: 
support  services  rendered  and  re¬ 
ceived;  participant  characteristics;  re¬ 
cruitment  techniques  and  barriers  to 
participation;  recommendations  for 
program  improvement  and  a  longitudi¬ 
nal  evaluation  design. 

Adult  Education  Students:  Descrip¬ 
tion  of  services  received:  reasons  for 
participation:  barriers  to  participation; 
benefits  received; 

Non-profit  Organizations:  Target 
population  characteristics;  barriers  to 
participation;  recommendations  for 
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program  improvement  and  for  a  longi¬ 
tudinal  evaluation  design. 

Teachers,  Elementary /Secondary: 
Classroom  description,  state  and  local 
instructional  support  and  constraints; 
prior  educational  experience;  benefits 
to  particpants;  recommendations  for 
program  improvement; 

Other  Data  Sources;  Existing  data 
from  the  following  sources  will  be 
used:  (1)  USOE  437  Reports;  (2)  Proj¬ 
ect  SAGE  (Air  under  contract  to 
NCES);  (3)  NCES-CENSUS  partici¬ 
pant  data;  and  (4)  Reports  and  designs 
from  the  National  Advisory  Council  on 
Adult  Education. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  title  of  proposed  activity 

Needs  Assessment  to  Serve  Handi¬ 
capped  Populations:  Vocational  Ad¬ 
ministrator  Survey,  Vocational  Teach¬ 
er  Educator  Survey,  and  Vocational 
Teacher  Survey. 

2.  agency/bureau/office 

Office  of  Education,  Bureau  of  Oc¬ 
cupational  and  Adult  Education. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

OE  Forms  689-1,  689-2,  and  689-3. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

“Section  171(a).  Funds  reserved  to 
the  Commissioner  *  *  *  shall  be  used 
•  •  *  for  contracts  •  •  •  for— 

“(1)  activities  authorized  by  sections 
131  (applied  research  and  development 
in  vocational  education)  •  •  (P.L. 

94-482,  Title  II,  Section  202;  20  U.§.C. 
2401). 

5.  VOLUNTARY  OBLIGATORY  NATURE  OF 

RESPONSE 

Voluntary. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

WILL  BE  USED 

The  research  data  collected  will  be 
used  to  identif  the  personnel  training 
needs  of  vocational  teachers  instruct¬ 
ing  handicapped  students.  A  rank  or¬ 
dering  of  the  needs  identified  will  be 
produced  from  the  responses. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection;  Mail. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  September, 
1979. 

c.  Frequency;  Single  time. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  School  administrators  and 
supervisors. 

b.  Number:  300  (Sample). 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  0.5. 


a.  Type:  Colleges  and  universities 
(vocational  teacher  educators). 

b.  Number:  200  (Sample). 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  0.5. 

a.  Type:  Teachers,  secondary. 

b.  Number:  1000  (Sample). 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  0.5. 

a.  Type:  Employees  in  post-second¬ 
ary  education. 

b.  Number;  500  (Sample). 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  0.5. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

The  needs  assessment  will  require  all 
respondents  to  rank  each  competency/ 
knowledge  statement  from  one  (low) 
to  five  (high)  concerning  their  present 
performance  ability.  Respondents  are 
also  asked  to  rank  their  desired  per¬ 
formance  level  by  circling  a  number  on 
a  scale  from  one  (low)  to  five  (high). 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  of  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  TITLE  OF  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY 

Instructions  for  Application  for  Fed¬ 
eral  Assistance:  Career  Education  In¬ 
centive  Act  (P.L.  95-207,  Sections  10 
and  11,  Discretionary  Grants). 

2.  agency/bureau/office 

U.S.  Office  of  Education,  Office  of 
Career  Education. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

OE  Form  692. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

"Sec.  10.  (a)  From  funds  reserved 
under  section  5(a)(2)(A)  of  this  Act, 
the  Commissioner  is  authorized  to 
make  grants  directly  to  State  and  local 
educational  agencies,  institutions  of 
postsecondary  education,  and  other 
nonprofit  agencies  and  organizations 
to  support  projects,  including  projects 
of  proven  effectiveness,  to  demon¬ 
strate  the  most  effective  methods  and 
techniques  in  career  education  and  to 
develop  exemplary  career  education 
models  particularly  projects  designed 
to  eliminate  bias  and  stereotyping  on 
account  of  race,  sex,  age,  economic 
status,  or  handicap. 

Sec.  11.  (a)  The  Commissioner  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  arrange  by  way  of  grant, 
contract,  or  other  arrangement  with 
institutions  of  higher  education, 
public  agencies  and  nonprofit  private 
organizations  for  the  conduct  of  post¬ 
secondary  educational  career  demon¬ 
stration  projects  which— 

(1)  may  have  national  signficance  or 
be  of  special  value  in  promoting  the 
field  of  career  education  in  postsecon¬ 
dary  educational  programs. 


(2)  have  unusual  promise  of  promot¬ 
ing  postsecondary  career  guidance  and 
counseling  programs,  particularly 
postsecondary  guidance  and  counsel¬ 
ing  programs  designed  to  overcome 
bias  and  stereotyping  on  account  of 
race,  sex,  age,  economic  status,  or 
handicap,  or 

(3)  show  promise  of  strengthening 
career  guidance,  counseling,  place¬ 
ment,  and  followup  services. 

(b)  The  Commissioner  shall  approve 
arrangements  under  subsection  (a)  of 
this  section  if  he  finds— 

(1)  that  the  funds  for  which  assist¬ 
ance  is  sought  will  be  used  for  one  of 
the  purposes  set  forth  in  subsection 
(a)  of  this  section,  and 

(2)  that  effective  procedures,  includ¬ 

ing  objective  measurements,  will  be 
adopted  for  evaluating  at  least  annual¬ 
ly  the  effectiveness  of  the  proj¬ 
ect  •  •  • 

(P.L.  95-207;  20  U.S.C.  2609-10.)  (45  CTR 
§  161a.ll-23)  (FR,  p.  58918)  (Proposed  Regu¬ 
lations). 

Model  Program 
§  161a.ll  Purposes. 

The  Commissioner  may  award 
grants  to  eligible  applicants  to  support 
projects  at  elementary  and  secondary 
levels  that  demonstrate  effective  tech¬ 
niques  of: 

(a)  Eliminating  or  counteracting  dis¬ 
crimination,  bias,  and  stereotyping 
based  on  race,  sex,  age,  .economic 
status,  and  handicap  in  career  aware¬ 
ness,  exploration,  decisionmaking,  and 
planning; 

(b)  Promoting  and  sustaining  diverse 
community  and  parent  collaboration 
in  the  delivery  of  career  awareness,  ex¬ 
ploration,  decisionmaking,  and  plan¬ 
ning;  or 

(c)  Accommodating  handicapped  stu¬ 
dents  in  regular  classrooms  to  enable 
them  to  effectively  engage  in  career 
awareness,  exploration,  decisionmak¬ 
ing,  and  planning. 

(Sec.  10(a),  20  U.S.C.  2609.) 

§  161a.l2  Eligibe  applicants. 

(a)  Those  eligible  to  apply  for  grants 
for  model  career  education  projects 
are: 

(1)  State  educational  agencies; 

(2)  Local  educational  agencies; 

(3)  Institutions  'of  postsecondary 
education;  and 

(4)  Other  non-profit  agencies  and  or¬ 
ganizations. 

(b)  New  applicants  as  well  as  those 
that  have  conducted  projects  of 
proven  effectiveness  may  apply  under 
this  program. 

(Sec.  10(a),  20  USC  2609.) 
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§  161a.13  Criteria  for  review  of  applica¬ 
tions. 

The  Commissioner  uses  the  criteria 
in  §  161a.41  to  review  applications  for 
model  project  grants. 

(Implements  Sec.  10(a).  20  U.S.C.  2609.) 

§§161a.ll-20  (Reserved) 

POSTSE(X>NDARY  CAREER  EDUCATIOR 

Demonstration  Program 
§  161a.21  Purposes. 

(a)  The  Commissioner  may  conduct 
a  postsecondary  career  education  pro¬ 
gram  that  supports  demonstration 
projects  that: 

( 1 )  Promote  career  education  in 
postsecondary  education  programs: 

(2)  Promote  postsecondary  career 
guidance  and  counseling  programs  de¬ 
signed  to  overcome  bias  and  discrimi¬ 
nation  based  on  race,  sex,  age,  eco¬ 
nomic  status,  or  handicap; 

(3)  Strengthen  career  guidance, 
counseling,  placement,  and  followup 
services. 

(b)  Each  project  assisted  under  Sec. 
1 1  of  the  Act  must  be; 

(1)  Of  national  significance; 

(2)  Of  special  value  to  others;  and 

(3)  Free  of  discrimination,  bias,  and 
stereotyping  based  on  race,  sex,  age. 
economic  status,  and  handicap. 

(c)  The  Commissioner  may  make 
awards  for  postsecondary  career  edu¬ 
cation  demonstration  projects  that 
show  promise  of  fostering  communica¬ 
tion  and  collaboration  with  similar 
projects  assisted  under  this  Part. 

(Sec.  ll(a)(l)-(3).  20  U.S.C.  2610.) 

§  161a22  Eligible  applicants. 

Those  eligible  to  apply  for  awards 
are: 

(a)  Institutions  of  higher  education: 

(b)  Public  agencies;  and 

(c)  Non-profit  private  organization. 

(Sec.  IKa).  20  U.S.C.  2610.) 

§  161a.23  Criteria  for  review  of  applica¬ 
tions. 

(a)  The  Commissioner  uses  the  crite¬ 
ria  in  §  161a.41  to  review  applications 
for  grants. 

(Implements  Sec.  11,  20  U.S.C.  2610.) 

(b)  The  Commissioner  does  not  ap¬ 
prove  an  application  unless; 

(1)  The  applicant  addresses  at  least 
one  of  the  purposes  specified  in 
§  161a.21;  and 

(2)  The  applicant  includes  adequate 
provisions  for  evaluating  overall  proj¬ 
ect  effectiveness  and  the  extent  to 
which  each  objective  is  achieved. 

(Sec.  11(b).  20  U.S.C.  2610.) 


5.  VOLUNTARY/OBLICATORY  NATURE  OF 

response 

Required  to  obtain  or  maintain 
benefits. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  COLLECTTED  WILL  BE 
USED 

The  information  will  be  used  to  de¬ 
termine  an  applicant’s  eligibility  for 
grant  awards,  and  for  determining  the 
amount  of  award  if  applicant  is  found 
to  be  eligible. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection:  Mail. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  Spring. 

c.  Frequency:  Annually. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type;  State  education  agencies, 
local  education  agencies,  institutions 
of  higher  education,  non-profit  organi¬ 
zations. 

b.  Number:  800. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent:  40. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

Applications  request  information  on 
the  following  topics: 

I.  Identifying  Data— applicant’s 
name,  project  title,  etc. 

II.  Approval  Information— related 
assistance  on  project,  if  any. 

III.  Project  Budget— budget  sum¬ 
mary,  budget  by  categories,  forecasted 
cash  needs,  estimates  of  Federal  funds 
needed  for  balance  of  project,  direct 
and  indirect  charges. 

IV.  Narrative— (conforming  to  Re¬ 
view  Criteria  45  CFR  §  161a.41). 

A.  Abstract— specifies  model  or  post¬ 
secondary  demonstration  project,  pur¬ 
pose,  brief  description. 

B.  Description. 

(1)  Need. 

(2)  Rationale. 

(3)  Objectives. 

(4)  Project  objectives  address  elimi¬ 
nation  of  discrimination  based  on  race, 
sex.  age,  economic  status  and  handi¬ 
cap. 

(5)  Operational  Plan. 

(6)  Personnel. 

(7)  Evaluation  Plan. 

(8)  Exemplary  nature  of  project. 

(9)  Budget  and  project  size. 

V.  Assurances. 

A.  Compliance  with  all  pertinent 
regulations,  policies,  guidelines  and  re¬ 
quirements, 

B.  Applicant  is  legally  authorized  to 
apply;  will  prohibit  employees  from 
using  positions  for  private  gain:  will 
give  Comptroller  General  access  to 
project  records:  will  comply  with  gran¬ 
tor’s  special  requirements;  will  insure 
that  project  facilities  do  not  appear  on 
Environmental  Protection  Agency’s 
list  of  Violating  Facilities. 

C.  Specific  compliance  with:  Title  VI 
of  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964;  Uniform 


Relocation  Assistance  8c  Real  Proper¬ 
ties  Acquisition  Act  of  1970;  Hatch 
Act;  Federal  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act: 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973, 
Sec  102(a);  National  Historic  Preserva¬ 
tion  Act  of  1966  (as  amended  in  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11593),  Sec.  106;  and  Ar¬ 
cheological  &  Historic  Preservation 
Act  of  1966. 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac- 

QUiSTiON  Activity 

1.  TITLE  OF  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY 

Fiscal  Operations  Report  for  the 
College  Work-Study  Grant  for  Stu¬ 
dents  of  Amercian  Samoa  or  the  Trust 
Territory  of  the  Pacific  Islands. 

2.  agency/bureau/office 

Office  of  Education.  Bureau  of  Stu¬ 
dent  Financial  Assistance.  Division  of 
Program  Operations, 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

OE  1285-1. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THE 
ACTIVITY 

“Sec.  443  (a),  •  •  •  The  Commission¬ 
er  is  authorized  to  enter  into  agree¬ 
ments  with  eligible  Institutions  under 
which  the  Commissioner  will  make 
grants  to  such  institutions  to  assist  in 
the  operation  of  work-study  programs 
as  hereinafter  provided.”  (P.L.  88-452; 
42  U.S.C.  2753). 

5.  VOLUNTARY/OBLIGATORY  NATURE  OF 
RESPONSE 

Required  to  maintain  benefits. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  COLLECTED  WILL  BE 
USED 

The  information  collected  will  be 
used  to  evaluate  the  program  and  to 
provide  data  to  project  the  amount 
needed  for  the  coming  year. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection:  Mail. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  Winter. 

c.  Frequency:  Annually. 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Type:  Directors  of  student  finan¬ 
cial  aid. 

b.  Number:  82. 

c.  Estimated  average  man-hours  per 
respondent;  1. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

The  standard  Financial  Status 
Report  in  OMB  Circular  No.  A-102 
will  be  used.  The  number  of  students 
who  reside  in  but  attend  eligible  insti¬ 
tutions  outside  of  American  Samoa  or 
the  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pacific,  the 
total  compensation  earned,  the  Feder¬ 
al  share  and  administrative  expenses 
are  data  items  to  be  collected. 
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Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  TITLE  OF  PROPOSED  ACTIVITY 

Applications  for  Grants  Under  Edu¬ 
cation  for  the  Handicapped  Programs. 

2.  agency/bureau/office 

U.S.  Office  of  Education/Bureau  of 
Education  for  the  Handicapped. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

OE  Form  9037. 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

a.  “The  Commissioner  is  authorized 

to  arrange  by  contract,  or  otherwise 
•  •  •  for  the  development  and  carrying 
out  *  *  *  of  experimental  preschool 
and  early  education  programs  for 
handicapped  children  •  *  (P.L.  91- 

230,  Part  C,  Section  623,  20  U.S.C. 
1432;  45  CFR  121d.) 

b.  “The  Commissioner  is  authorized 
to  make  grants  to  State  educational 
agencies  to  assist  them  in  establishing 
and  maintaining  •  •  •  programs  for 
training  personnel  *  •  •  as  teachers  of 
handicapped  children  or  as  supendsors 
of  such  teachers.”  (P.L.  91-230,  Part 
D,  Section  632;  20  U.S.C.  1432;  45  CFR 
121f.) 

c.  “The  Commissioner  is  authorized 

to  make  grants  *  •  •  for  research  and 
related  purposes  and  to  conduct  re¬ 
search,  surveys,  or  demonstrations,  re¬ 
lating  to  education  of  handicapped 
children  *  •  (P.L.  91-230,  Part  E, 

Section  641;  U.S.C.  1441;  45  CFR 
121h.) 

d.  “The  Commissioner  is  authorized 

to  *  •  *  provide  by  grant  and  contract 
for  the  conduct  of  research  in  the  use 
of  educational  and  training  films  and 
other  educational  media  for  the  handi¬ 
capped  *  •  (P.L.  91-230,  Part  F, 

Sections  651  and  652  as  amended  by 
P.L.  93-380;  U.S.C.  1451,  1452;  45  CFR 
121i.) 

e.  “The  Commissioner  is  authorized 
to  make  grants  *  •  •  for  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  operation  of  specially  de¬ 
signed  or  modified  programs  of  voca¬ 
tional,  technical,  postsecondary,  or 
adult  education  for  deaf  or  other 
handicapped  persons.”  (P.L.  93-380, 
Part  C,  Section  625;  U.S.C.  142a.) 

f.  “The  Commissioner  is  authorized 

to  make  grants  *  *  *  for  projects  for: 
(1)  encouraging  *  *  •  work  in  various 
fields  of  education  of  handicapped 
children  and  youth  •  •  •  or  (2)  dis¬ 
seminating  information  •  •  (P.L. 

91-230,  Part  D,  Section  633;  20  U.S.C. 
1433;  45  CFR  121g.) 

g.  No  grant  may  be  awarded  unless  a 
completed  application  has  been  re¬ 
ceived  (20  U.S.C.  1401-1461.) 


6.  VOLUNTARY-OBLIGATORY  NATURE  OF 
RESPONSE 

Required  to  obtain  or  maintain 
benefits. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  WILL  BE  USED 

Program  Management  The  applica¬ 
tion  packages  for  each  BEH  program 
covered  by  OE  Form  9037  provide 
instructions  and  information  neces¬ 
sary  to  submit  a  request  for  federal  as¬ 
sistance.  The  information  submitted 
by  potential  grantees  will  be  used  by 
the  Federal  Government  to  determine 
grant  eligibility,  technical  acceptabil¬ 
ity  of  applications  and/or  amount  of 
grant  award.  The  following  BEH  pro¬ 
grams  are  covered  by  this  application 
form; 

Research  and  Demonstration  (CFDA 

13.443) . 

Early  Childhood  Assistance  (CFDA 

13.444) . 

Media  Services  and  Captioned  Films 
(CFDA  13.446). 

Personnel  Preparation  (CFDA 
13.451)  (SEA’S  or  LEA’s  only). 

Teacher  Recruitment  and  Informa¬ 
tion  (CFDA  13.452). 

Regional  Education  Programs  for 
Deaf  and  Other  Handicapped  Persons 
(CFDA  13.560). 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  collection:  Mail. 

b.  Time  of  collection:  Throughout 
the  fiscal  year.  Closing  dates  for  the 
transmittal  of  applications  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  periodically  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister. 

c.  Frequency:  Annual  (for  each 
CFTDA  program). 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Colleges  and  Universities. 

1.  Number:  Sample— 678. 

2.  Burden:  38  hours  per  applicant. 

b.  Local  Education  Agencies  and 
Nonprofit  Elementary/Secondary 
Schools. 

1.  Number;  Sample— 372. 

2.  Burden:  38  hours  per  applicant. 

c.  Nonprofit  Organization. 

1.  Number:  Sample— 443. 

2.  Burden:  38  hours  per  applicant. 

d.  Profit  Organizations. 

1.  Number:  Sample— 51. 

2.  Burden:  38  hours  per  applicant. 

e.  State  Agencies. 

1.  Number:  Sample— 149. 

2.  Burden:  38  hours  per  applicant. 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

The  information/data  to  be  provided 
is  similar  across  all  respondent  catego¬ 
ries;  any  differences  in  the  type/quan¬ 
tity  of  information  submitted  are  due 
to  the  various  handicapped  programs 
soliciting  applications  and  whether 
the  application  is  for  new  or  continu¬ 
ation  funding  or  supplemental  assist¬ 
ance.  Where  requirements  are  not  ap¬ 


plicable  to  all  grant  programs,  a  note 
has  been  placed  beside  that  require¬ 
ment.  The  application  form  is  divided 
into  four  parts  and  a  supplementary 
questionnaire. 

1.  Part  I  of  the  application  consists 
of  the  standard  face  page  (SF  424)  for 
Federal  applications  and  accompany¬ 
ing  instructions. 

2.  Part  II  consists  of  two  items  which 
request  information  on  required  clear¬ 
ances  within  the  states  and  whether 
there  are  related  requests  for  federal 
assistance. 

3.  Part  III  is  budget  information,  pri¬ 
marily  for  the  first  budget  period  (a 
year). 

4.  Part  IV  is  the  program  narrative: 

a.  Objectives  and  need  for  assistance. 

b.  Results  or  benefits  expected. 

c.  Approach  to  accomplishing  the 
proposed  work. 

d.  Other  information: 

(1)  Biographical  sketch  of  program 
director; 

(2)  Accomplishments  to  date  and  a 
schedule  of  milestones  anticipated 
with  new  funding  request  (this  is  the 
only  element  in  Part  IV  responded  to 
by  applicants  requesting  continuation 
funding;  new  applicants  do  not  address 
this  element). 

5.  Supplementary  Questionnaire— 
for  proposed  programs  involving  dem¬ 
onstration/service  activities  and/or 
preservice  or  inservice  training  activi¬ 
ties. 

a.  Number  of  handicapped  children 
(by  type  of  handicap)  to  be  served  by 
age  category. 

b.  Project  staff  providing  services  to 
those  children  noted  in  (a)  above. 

c.  Ancillary  services  provided  handi¬ 
capped  children  (i.e.,  screening,  diag¬ 
nosis,  evaluation,  other). 

d.  Numbers  of  persons  to  receive  pre¬ 
service  or  inservice  training  specified 
according  to  area  of  primary  concen¬ 
tration  (i.e.,  administration  or  handi¬ 
cap  conditions). 

Description  of  a  Proposed  Collec¬ 
tion  OF  Information  and  Data  Ac¬ 
quisition  Activity 

1.  TITLE  OF  proposed  ACTIVITY 

Application  for  Grants  Under  Handi¬ 
capped  Personnel  Preparation  Pro¬ 
gram  (IHE’s  and  Private  Non-Profit 
Organizations). 

2.  agency/bureau/office 

U.S.  Office  of  Education/Bureau  of 
Education  for  the  Handicapped. 

3.  AGENCY  FORM  NUMBER 

OE  Form  9047 

4.  LEGISLATIVE  AUTHORITY  FOR  THIS 
ACTIVITY 

a.  “The  Commissioner  is  authorized 
to  make  grants  to  institutions  or  agen¬ 
cies  •  *  •  in  providing  training  of  pro- 
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fessional  personnel  •  •  •  .”  (P.L.  91- 
230,  Part  D,  Section  631;  20  U.S.C. 
1431;  45  CFR  121f.) 

b.  No  grant  may  be  awarded  unless  a 
completed  application  form  has  been 
received.  (20  U.S.C.  1431.) 

5.  VOLUNTARY/OBLIGATORY  NATURE  OF 
RESPONSE 

Required  to  obtain  or  maintain 
benefits. 

6.  HOW  INFORMATION  WILL  BE  USED 

The  application  package  provides 
instructions  and  information  neces¬ 
sary  to  submit  a  request  for  federal  as¬ 
sistance.  The  information  submitted 
by  potential  grantees  will  be  used  by 
the  Federal  government  to  determine 
grant  eligibility,  technical  acceptabil¬ 
ity  of  applications  and/or  amount  of 
grant  award. 

7.  DATA  ACQUISITION  PLAN 

a.  Method  of  Collection;  Mail. 

b.  Time  of  Collection:  Closing  dates 
for  the  transmittal  of  applications  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

c.  Frequency:  Annual  (for  Continu¬ 
ation  and  new  applications) 

8.  RESPONDENTS 

a.  Institutions  of  Higher  Education. 

1.  Number:  Sample— 1230. 

2.  Burden:  27  hours  per  applicant 
(average  of  new  and  continuation  ap¬ 
plications). 

b.  Private  Non-profit  Organizations. 

1.  Number:  Sample— 53. 

2.  Burden;  27  hours  per  applicant 
(average  of  new  and  continuation  ap¬ 
plications). 

9.  INFORMATION  TO  BE  COLLECTED 

The  application  package  consists  of 
the  following  parts: 

a.  Title  Section  (standard  Form  424 
and  Table  of  Contents). 

b.  Budget  (primarily  for  first  budget 
period). 

c.  Project  Description.* 

( 1 )  Problem,  Goals,  and  Objectives. 

(2)  Methodology  and  Procedures. 

(3)  Achievements— Planned  and  Ac¬ 
complished  (new  applicants  only  re¬ 
spond  to  planned  achievements). 

d.  Statistical  Tables. 

(1)  Preparation  Program  Profile- 
purpose  of  this  table  is  to  specify  proj¬ 
ect  sub-components  and  to  show  their 
relationship  to  state  personnel  needs, 
impact  on  handicapped  children  and 
relative  magnitude  of  the  program  in 
relationship  to  staff  training  capabili¬ 
ties,  priorities  and  needs  in  the  field. 

(2)  Staff  Profile— purpose  of  this 
table  is  to  specify  the  faculty  or  staff 


•  The  project  description  (and  the  budget) 
are  prepared  according  to  project  compo¬ 
nents  predefined  as  Degree  Program,  Non- 
Degree  or  Certification  Program,  or  other 
components.  Each  component  is  defined  in 
the  application  package. 


NOTICES 

that  will  be  used  on  the  project,  their 
degree  level,  academic  rank  and 
tenure,  and  their  utilization  across 
project  activities/subcomponents. 

(3)  Report  of  Project  Graduates 
(continuation  applicants  only)— the 
purpose  of  this  table  is  to  record  how 
many  students  were  graduated,  certi¬ 
fied,  and  where  they  were  employed 
(i.e.,  special  or  regular  education  pro¬ 
grams). 

(FR  Doc.  79-5465  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4110-85-M] 

Offics  of  Hto  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health 
ADVISORY  COMMIHEES 
Reestablishments 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463  (5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  I),  the  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  an¬ 
nounces  the  restablishment  by  the 
Secretary,  HEW,  with  concurrence  by 
the  General  Services  Administration, 
of  the  following  advisory  committees: 

Designation:  Health  Care  Technology 
Study  Section. 

Purpose;  The  Study  Section  shall 
advise  the  Secretary  and  make  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Center  for  Health  Services 
Research,  on  research  grant  and 
contract  applications  in  the  informa¬ 
tion  sciences  (computer  science,  com¬ 
munications  technology)  and  deci¬ 
sion  sciences  (operations  research, 
industrial  engineering,  health-care 
administration)  bioengineering  and 
related  fields  as  applied  to  communi¬ 
ty  health  services,  hospital  medicine, 
and  patient  care.  The  members  of 
this  Study  Section  shall  survey,  as 
scientific  leaders,  the  status  of  re¬ 
search  in  their  field. 

Designation;  Health  Services  Research 
Study  Section. 

Purpose:  The  Study  Section  shall 
advise  the  Secretary  and  make  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Center  for  Health  Services 
Research,  on  research  grant  or  con¬ 
tract  applications  relating  to  the  de¬ 
livery  and  acceptance  of  health  serv¬ 
ices. 

Designation:  Health  Services  Develop¬ 
mental  Grants  Study  Section. 
Purpose:  The  Study  Section  shall 
advise  the  Secretary  and  make  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Center  for  Health  Services 
Research,  concerning  scientific  and 
technical  merit  of  health  services  de¬ 
velopmental  grant  and  contract  ap¬ 
plications  reviewed. 

Authority  for  these  Committees  will 
expire  on  May  9,  1979,  unless  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  HEW,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  General  Services  Administration, 
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formally  determines  that  continuance 
is  in  the  public  interest. 

Dated:  February  15, 1979. 

Wayne  Richey,  Jr., 
Acting  Associate  Director  for 
Program  Support,  Office  of 
Health  Research,  Statistics, 
and  Technology. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5466  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4110-02-M] 

Office  af  Educatian 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON  THE 

EDUCATION  OF  DISADVANTAGED  CHILDREN 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
PL  92-463,  that  the  next  meeting  of 
the  National  Advisory  Council  on  the 
Education  of  Disadvantaged  Children 
will  be  held  on  Friday,  March  9  and  on 
Saturday,  March  10;  1979.  The  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  held  on  FYiday  from  9  a.m. 
until  5  p.m.,  and  on  Saturday  from  9 
a.m.  until  12  noon.  The  two-day  meet¬ 
ing  will  be  held  at  425-13th  Street 
NW.,  Suite  1012,  Washington,  D.C,, 
20004. 

The  National  Advisory  Council  on 
the  Education  of  Disadvantaged  Chil¬ 
dren  is  established  under  Section  148 
’of  the  Elementary  and  Secondary  Act 
(20  U.S.C.  2411)  to  advise  the  Presi¬ 
dent  and  the  Congress  on  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  compensatory  education  to 
improve  the  educational  attainment  of 
disadvantaged  children. 

The  Council  is  holding  the  meeting 
for  planning  for  future  NACEDC  ac¬ 
tivities,  and  reviewing  of  the  Final 
Annual  and  Special  Reports. 

The  entire  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public.  Because  of  limited  space, 
all  persons  wishing  to  attend  should 
call  for  reservations  by  March  6,  1979, 
area  code  202/724-0114  and  speak  with 
Mrs.  Lisa  Haywood. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  all  Council 
proceedings  and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  office  of  the 
National  Advisory  Council  on  the  Edu¬ 
cation  of  Disadvantaged  Children  lo¬ 
cated  at  425-13th  Street  NW.,  Suite 
1012,  Washington.  D.C.  20004. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  16,  1979. 

Gloria  B.  Strickland, 
Acting  Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5467  FUed  2-21-79;  8;45  am] 


[4110-83-M] 

Health  Retaurcet  Administratian 
ADVISORY  COUNOL  AND  SUBCOMMIHEE 
Meeting* 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
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Act  (Public  Law  92-463),  announce¬ 
ment  is  made  of  the  following  Nation¬ 
al  Advisory  bodies  scheduled  to  meet 

during  the  month  of  March  1979: 

Name:  National  Guidelines,  Goals,  Pri¬ 
orities,  and  Standards  Subcommittee 
of  the  National  Council  on  Health 
Planning  and  Development. 

Date  and  Time:  March  8,  1979,  10:00 
a.m. 

Place:  Room  703A,  Hubert  H.  Hum¬ 
phrey  Building,  200  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20201. 

Open  for  entire  meeting. 

Purpose:  The  objectives  of  the  Nation¬ 
al  Guidelines,  Goals,  Priorities,  and 
Standards  Subcommittee  are  to 
study  the  experience  nationwide  in 
the  public  and  private  sectors  with 
the  adoption  and/or  adjustment  of 
the  National  Guidelines  for  Health 
Planning  and  their  impact  and  rec¬ 
ommend  changes  as  appropriate; 
study  the  exp)erience  of  the  Health 
Systems  Agencies  and  State  Health 
Planning  and  Development  Agencies 
nationwide  in  implementation  of 
high  priority  goals  and  sub-goals  and 
their  impact;  advise  the  Council  in 
identifying  additional  high  priority 
goals  and  sub-goals;  investigate  and 
coordinate  information  on  demon¬ 
strations  underway  by  provider,  re¬ 
imbursement,  regulatory,  labor,  in¬ 
dustry,  and  community  groups  on 
sub-goals,  such  as  those  on  alcohol¬ 
ism  and  prevention;  study,  investi¬ 
gate  and  identify  research  needs  ap¬ 
propriate  to  the  formulation,  adjust¬ 
ment  and  refinement  of  the  National 
Guidelines,  and  study  and  develop 
improved  indicators  to  assess  the 
impact  of  the  Guidelines  or  the  need 
for  revisions;  and  recommend  to  the 
Council  on  the  need  for  futher  de¬ 
velopment  and/or  revision  of  the 
National  Guidelines. 

Agenda:  Status  reports  will  be  present¬ 
ed  on  Goals  Regulation,  American 
Public  Health  Association  Plans  for 
Guidelines  meetings,  and  Institute 
of  Medicare  contract  on  Health 
Planning  Research  agenda.  There 
will  also  be  a  discussion  of  future 
subcommittee  workplans. 

Name:  Ad  Hoc  Subcommittee  on 
Policy  Communications  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Council  on  Health  Planning 
and  Development. 

Date  and  Time:  March  8,  1979,  2:00 
p.m. 

Place:  Rooms  703A-727,  Hubert  H. 
Humphrey  Building,  200  Indepen¬ 
dence  Avenue  SW.,  Washin^on, 
D.C.  20201. 

Open  for  entire  meeting. 

Purpose:  The  Ad  Hoc  Subcommittee 
on  Policy  Communications  is 
charged  with  reviewing  with  HRA 
staff  the  experience  with  the  HOT¬ 
LINE  experiment  in  Regions  I  and 


X,  and  making  recommendations  to 
the  Council  regarding  its  future. 

Agenda:  The  subcommittee  will  meet 
to  review  and  discuss  the  HOTLINE 
experiment  in  Regions  I  and  X. 

Name:  Technology  and  Productivity 
Subcommittee  of  the  National  Coun¬ 
cil  on  Health  Planning  and  Develop¬ 
ment. 

Date  and  Time:  March  8,  1979,  7:00 
p.m. 

Place:  Hyatt  Regency,  Grand  Teton 
Room,  400  New  Jersey  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20001. 

Open  for  entire  meeting. 

Purpose:  The  objective  of  the  Tech¬ 
nology  and  Productivity  Subcommit¬ 
tee  is  to  advise  the  full  Council  on 
matters  related  to  the  productivity 
of  the  health  care  delivery  system 
and  to  the  implications  of  new  medi¬ 
cal  technology  for  the  organization, 
delivery  and  equitable  distribution 
of  health  care  services.  “Technol¬ 
ogy”  includes  the  drugs,  devices  and 
medical  and  surgical  procedures  used 
in  medical  care  and  the  organization¬ 
al  and  supportive  systems  within 
which  such  care  is  delivered.  “Pro¬ 
ductivity”  is  the  efficiency  with 
which  health  care  is  delivered. 

The  Subcommittee  is  to  deliberate  and 
to  make  recommendations  to  the  full 
Council  on  matters  chosen  from 
among  those  brought  to  it  by  Coun¬ 
cil  members,  HEIW  staff  and  adviso¬ 
ry  committees,  other  Federal  depart¬ 
ments,  congressional  committees  and 
staff,  provider  groups  and  the  public 
at  large.  The  Subcommittee  in  addi¬ 
tion  will  study  and  investigate  the 
current  needs  for  assistance  of  HSAs 
and  SHPDAs  in  the  area  of  evaluat¬ 
ing  productivity  improvement  and 
new  medical  technology,  help  trans¬ 
mit  concerns  of  HSAs  and  SHPDAs 
to  appropriate  Federal  agencies,  and 
review  the  current  resources  both 
within  the  Federal  Government  and 
among  the  educational,  research  and 
other  development  agencies  for  pro¬ 
viding  needed  assistance  to  HSAs 
and  SHPDAs.  In  addition,  it  will 
review  technology  assessment  activi¬ 
ties  within  the  Department  in  order 
to  assure  they  are  relevant  to  the 
needs  of  the  HSAs  and  are  useful  in 
the  development  and  implementa¬ 
tion  of  national  standards,  goals,  and 
guidelines,  and  for  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  priorities  with  those  goals. 

Agenda:  The  subcommittee  will  meet 
to  receive  a  status  report  on  its  pro¬ 
ductivity  workplan. 

Name:  Implementation  and  Adminis¬ 
tration  Subcommittee  of  the  Nation¬ 
al  Council  on  Health  Planning  and 
Development. 

Date  and  Time:  March  8,  1979,  8:00 
p.m. 

Place:  Hyatt  Regency,  Concord  Room, 
400  New  Jersey  Avenue  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20001. 


Open  for  entire  meeting. 

Purpose:  The  objective  of  the  Imple¬ 
mentation  and  Administration  Sub¬ 
committee  is  to  study  and  make  rec¬ 
ommendations  on  the  implementa¬ 
tion  and  administration  of  Titles  XV 
and  XVI  of  the  Public  Health  Serv¬ 
ice  Act.  Specific  areas  for  the  Sub¬ 
committee’s  consideration  are  (1) 
the  impact  of  HEW’s  implementa¬ 
tion/administration  on  the  effective¬ 
ness  of  Health  Systems  Agencies  and 
State  Health  Planning  and  Develop¬ 
ment  Agencies;  (2)  the  effectivenss 
of  the  interrelationships  between 
health  planning  agencies  and  HEW, 
Central  and  Regional  Offices;  (3)  the 
timing  and  strategy  of  implementa¬ 
tion  and  of  the  dissemination  and 
distribution  of  regulatory  and  tech¬ 
nical  material;  (4)  how  to  better 
meet  the  needs  of  HSAs  and 
SHPDAs;  and  (5)  the  review  of  the 
Council’s  responsibilities  under  sec¬ 
tion  1122  of  the  Social  Security  Act. 

Agenda:  Agenda  items  include  status 
reports  on  current  evalution  studies 
and  performance  standards,  review 
of  1,122  cases,  and  consideration  of 
subcommittee  workplan. 

Name:  National  Council  on  Health 
Planning  and  Development. 

Date  and  Time:  March  9,  1979,  8:45 
a.m. 

Place:  Main  Auditorium,  Hubert  H. 
Humphrey  Building,  200  Indepen¬ 
dence  Avenue  SW.,  Washin^on, 
D.C.  20201. 

Open  for  entire  meeting. 

Purpose:  The  National  Coiuicil  on 
Health  Planning  and  Development  is 
responsible  for  advising  and  making 
recommendations  with  respect  to  (1) 
the  development  of  national  guide¬ 
lines  under  section  1501  of  Public 
Law  93-641,  (2)  the  implementation 
and  administration  of  Title  XV  and 
XVI  of  Public  Law  93-641,  and  (3)  an 
evaluation  of  the  implications  of 
new  medical  technology  for  the  or¬ 
ganization,  delivery  and  equitable 
distribution  of  health  care  services. 
In  addition,  the  Council  advises  and 
assists  the  Secretary  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  general  regulations  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  section  1122  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  and  on  policy 
matters  arising  out  of  the  implemen¬ 
tation  of  it,  including  the  coordina¬ 
tion  of  activities  under  that  section 
with  those  under  other  parts  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  or  under  other 
Federal  or  federally  assisted  health 
programs.  The  Council  considers  and 
advises  the  Secretary  on  proposals 
submitted  by  the  Secretary  under 
the  provisions  of  section  1122(d)(2) 
that  health  care  facilities  or  health 
maintenance  organizations  be  reim¬ 
bursed  for  expenses  related  to  capi¬ 
tal  expenditures  notwithstanding 
that  under  section  1122(d)(1)  there 
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would  otherwise  be  exclusion  of  re¬ 
imbursement  for  such  expenses. 

Agenda;  Discussion  of  capital  forma¬ 
tion  issues;  consideration  of  Ad  Hoc 
Subcommittee  on  Policy  Communi¬ 
cations’  recommendation  on  HOT¬ 
LINE  continuance;  reports  from  sub¬ 
committee  Chairmen;  discussion  of 
future  Council  meeting  plans  and  lo¬ 
cations;  status  reports  from  the  Bu¬ 
reaus— Director,  Bureau  of  Health 
Planning;  and  Director,  Bureau  of 
Health  Facilities,  Financing,  Compli¬ 
ance,  and  Conversion. 

Anyone  requiring  information  regard¬ 
ing  the  subject  Council  should  con¬ 
tact  Mrs.  S.  Judy  Silsbee,  Executive 
Secretary,  National  Council  on 
Health  Planning  and  Development, 
Room  10-27,  Center  Building,  3700 
East-West  Highway,  Hyattsville, 
Maryland,  20782.  Telephone  (301) 
436-7175. 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

Dated:  February  13,  1979. 

James  A.  Walsh, 
Associate  Administrator  for 
Operations  and  Management 
[FR  Doc.  79-5450  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4310-84-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[Colorado  011902  d] 

NORTHWEST  PIPELINE  CORP. 

R/W  Application  for  Pipeline 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leas¬ 
ing  Act  of  1920  (41  Stat.  449),  as 
amended  (30  USC  185),  Northwest 
Pipeline  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1526, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84110,  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  a  right-of-way  additions 
78619  through  78621,  for  the  Piceance 
Creek  Gathering  System  of  approxi¬ 
mately  2.215  miles  of  pipeline  on  the 
following  Public  land; 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Rio  Blanco 
County,  Colorado 

T.  2  S.,  R.  95  W. 

Sec.  19:  Lot  4; 

Sec.  30:  Lots  1,  2; 

Sec.  31:  WV4NEV4.  SEV4NW‘/«.  SWV4. 

T.  2  S..  R.  06  W. 

Sec.  24:  E'/4EV4.  NWViNE'/i: 

Sec.  25:  SE>/4NEy4.  Ey!SEy4. 

The  above-named  gathering  system 
will  enable  the  applicant  to  collect 
natural  gas  and  to  convey  it  to  its  cus¬ 
tomers.  The  purposes  of  this  notice 
are:  (1)  To  inform  the  public  that  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  is  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  the  preparation  Bf  envi¬ 
ronmental  and  other  analytic  reports, 
necessary  for  determining  whether  or 
not  the  application  should  be  ap¬ 


proved  and  if  approved,  under  what , 
terms  and  conditions;  (2)  To  give  all 
interested  parties  the  opportunity  to 
comment  on  the  application;  (3)  To 
allow  any  party  asserting  a  claim  to 
the  lands  involved  or  having  bona  fide 
objections  to  the  proposed  natural  gas 
gathering  system  to  file  its  claim  or 
objections  in  the  Colorado  State 
Office.  Any  party  so  filing  must  in¬ 
clude  evidence  that  a  copy  thereof  has 
been  served  on  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation.  Any  comment,  claim  or 
objections  must  be  filed  with  the 
Chief,  Branch  of  Adjudication,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  Colorado  State 
Office,  Room  700,  Colorado  State 
Bank  Building,  1600  Broadway, 
Denver,  Colorado  80202,  as  promptly 
as  possible  after  publication  of  this 
notice. 

Andrew  W.  Heard,  Jr., 
Leader,  Craig  Team, 
Branch  of  Adjudication. 

IFR  Doc.  79-5451  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4410-01-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
CLEAN  AIR  ACT  ENFORCEMENT  ACTION 
Cansent  Judgmant 

In  accordance  with  Departmental 
policy,  28  C.F.R.  §50.7,  38  Fed.  Reg. 
19029,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
proposed  consent  decree  in  United 
States,  et  at  v.  City  of  Manchester, 
N.H.  has  been  lodged  with  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District 
of  New  Hampshire.  The  decree  re¬ 
quires  that  the  City  comply  with  ap¬ 
plicable  provisions  of  the  federally-ap¬ 
proved  New  Hampshire  state  imple¬ 
mentation  plan  by  shutting  down  its 
municipal  refuse  incinerator  on  or 
before  June  1,  1979,  and  that  it  pay  a 
civil  penalty  in  the  amount  of  seventy- 
five  thousand  dollars.  It  provides,  how¬ 
ever,  for  forgiveness  of  all  or  a  portion 
of  the  civil  penalty  in  the  event  the 
City  undertakes  certain  studies  that 
could  lead  to  a  reduction  in  air  pollu¬ 
tion  levels. 

The  Department  of  Justice  will  re¬ 
ceive  for  a  period  of  thirty  (30)  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice  written 
comments  relating  to  the  proposed 
consent  judgment.  Comments  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Assistant  Attorney 
General,  Land  and  Natural  Resources 
Division,  Department  of  Justice, 
Washington,  D.C.  20530,  and  should 
refer  to  United  States,  et  al.  v.  City  of 
Manchester,  D.  J.  Ref.  90-5-2-1-184. 

The  consent  decree  may  be  exam¬ 
ined  at  the  office  of  the  United  States 
Attorney,  United  States  Post  Office 
and  Court  House,  Pleasant  Street, 
Concord,  New  Hampshire  03301,  at  the 
United  States  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  Region  I,  John  F.  Kenne¬ 


dy  Federal  Building,  Boston,  Massa¬ 
chusetts  02203,  and  at  Room  2625,  Pol¬ 
lution  Control  Section,  Land  and  Nat¬ 
ural  Resources  Division,  Department 
of  Justice,  9th  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20530.  A  copy  of  the  proposed  judg¬ 
ment  may  be  obtained  in  person  or  by 
mail  from  the  Pollution  Control  Sec¬ 
tion,  Land  and  Natural  Resources  Di¬ 
vision  of  the  Department  of  Justice. 

James  W.  Moorman, 
Assistant  Attorney  Generat 
Land  and  Natural  Resources 
Division. 

[FR  Doc  79-5454  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4410-01-M] 

UNITED  STATES  GRCUIT  JUDGE  NOMINATING 
COMMISSION 

Judicial  Naminating  Cammistion  for  the  District 
of  Puerto  Rico 

The  Judicial  Nominating  Commis¬ 
sion  for  the  District  of  Puerto  Rico 
will  have  its  first  meeting  on  March  1, 
1979,  at  2:00  p.m.  on  the  First  Floor 
Theatre  of  the  FYedrico  de  Getau  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Chardon  Street,  Hato 
Rey,  Puerto  Rico.  The  purpose  of  the 
meeting  will  be  to  advise  the  Commis¬ 
sion  members  of  the  needs  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  Court  and  to  meet  with  members 
of  the  Court.  The  meeting  will  be  open 
to  the  public. 

Because  of  emergency  scheduling, 
this  notice  falls  short  of  the  15  day  re¬ 
quirement. 

Joseph  A.  Sanches, 
Advisory  Committee, 
Management  Officer. 

Fedruary  15,  1979. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5452  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4410-01-M] 

UNITED  STATES  CIRCUIT  JUDGE  NOMINATING 
COMMISSION 

Northern  Ninth  Circuit  Panel. 
Chairman:  John  L.  Schwabe.  The 
Northern  Ninth  Circuit  Panel  of  the 
United  States  Circuit  Judge  Nominat¬ 
ing  Commission  will  have  its  third 
meeting  on  March  23  and  24,  1979,  at 
9:30  a.m.  in  the  Conference  Room  of 
Souther,  Spaulding,  Kinsey,  William¬ 
son  &  Schwabe,  Twelfth  Floor,  Stand¬ 
ard  Plaza,  1100  S.W.  Avenue,  Portland, 
Oregon. 

This  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92-463,  Sec¬ 
tion  10(D)  as  amended.  (CF.  5  U.S.C. 
552b  (c)(6).) 

Joseph  A.  Sanches, 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

February  15, 1979. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5453  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 
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[6820-98-M] 

NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  AIR 
QUALITY 

Mteting  Scheduled  for  March  5,  1979 

The  National  Commission  on  Air 
Quality  hereby  gives  notice  that 
public  testimony  will  be  taken  during 
the  early  afternoon  of  its  March  5 
meeting.  This  will  provide  an  opportu¬ 
nity  for  a  number  of  jjersons  who  re¬ 
quested  to  testify  at  the  Commission’s 
January  8,  or  February  12  public  hear¬ 
ings,  but  were  unable  to  do  so  because 
of  scheduling  difficulties,  to  present 
oral  testimony.  The  Commission  will 
be  meeting  in  the  Judicial  Executive 
Room  of  the  Quality  Inn  Capitol  Hill 
located  at  415  New  Jersey  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Commission  is  soliciting  public 
comment  with  respect  to  the  appropri¬ 
ate  focus  of  its  activities  during  its  life. 
The  Commission  is  required  by  law  to 
submit  to  the  Congrress  recommenda¬ 
tions  for  legislative  changes  and  regu¬ 
latory  modifications  necessary  to  most 
effectively  pursue  national  air  quality 
objectives. 

Specifically,  the  Commission  invites 
public  comment  regarding  the  follow¬ 
ing  issues  and  how  the  Commission 
should  organize  its  plan  of  study  to  ad¬ 
dress  them: 

—Effects  of  air  pollution  on  health 
and  health  care  costs: 

—Impact  of  air  pollution  and  air  pol¬ 
lution  controls  on  regional  economic 
development: 

—Costs  of  compliance  with  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended,  as  interpreted  by  the  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Protection  Agency; 

—Effectiveness  of  present  statutory 
requirements  and  success  of  current 
regulatory  efforts  in  accomplishing 
the  general  purposes  set  forth  in  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended: 

—Appropriate  automobile  emission 
standards  and  best  available  technol¬ 
ogies  needed  to  meet  them: 

—Most  appropriate  and  cost-effec¬ 
tive  means  of  preserving  air  quality  in 
areas  in  which  the  air  is  not  cleaner 
than  the  national  ambient  air  quality 
standards; 

—Most  appropriate  and  cost-effec¬ 
tive  means  of  enhancing  air  quality  in 
those  areas  in  which  established  air 
quality  standards  are  not  met;  and 

—Special  problems  of  small  business 
and  governmental  agencies  in  obtain¬ 
ing  reduction  of  emissions  from  exist¬ 
ing  sources  to  offset  increased  emis¬ 
sions  from  new  sources. 

The  Commission  also  invited  com¬ 
ment  on  such  issues  as  alternatives  to 
regulation  as  a  means  of  reducing  pol¬ 
lution,  the  special  problems  inherent 
in  efforts  to  diminish  pollution  levels 
in  high  altitude  areas,  and  the  practi- 
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cal  relationship  of  established  environ¬ 
mental  regulations  to  other  govern¬ 
mental  policies  such  as  encouraging 
the  increased  use  of  coal  as  a  substi¬ 
tute  for  oil  and  natural  gas. 

Because  of  an  expectation  that  there 
will  be  more  who  wish  to  testify  than 
time  would  normally  allow,  witnesses 
are  requested  to  limit  there  oral  state¬ 
ments  to  a  maximum  of  five  minutes 
in  order  to  ensure  sufficient  time  for 
questions  and  answers.  Both  witnesses 
and  those  unable  to  testify  at  the 
March  5  meeting  may  submit  material 
of  any  length  for  inclusion  in  the 
meeting  record. 

Pursuant  to  the  established  rules  of 
the  Commission,  each  witness  sched¬ 
uled  to  testify  at  any  Commission 
meeting  must  provide  at  least  twenty- 
five  copies  of  prepared  testimony  in 
advance  of  the  meeting.  Those  wishing 
to  have  their  statements  available  for 
the  media,  however,  should  provide  at 
least  twenty-five  copies  in  addition  to 
the  twenty-five  required  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  rules. 

Those  wishing  to  testify  should 
notify  Paul  Freeman  at  (202)  634-7138 
by  February  28,  in  order  to  schedule  at 
time  for  submission  of  prepared  oral 
testimony  and  should  send  at  least 
twenty-five  copies  of  such  testimony 
to  the  attention  of  Paul  Freeman  at 
the  Office  of  the  National  Commission 
on  Air  Quality,  1730  K  Street,  N.W., 
Suite  207,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

The  National  Commission  on  Air 
Quality  is  a  13-member  Commission 
created  by  the  1977  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments.  It  is  required  to  report 
to  Congress  on  the  effectiveness  of 
that  law  and  on  alternative  ap¬ 
proaches  to  controlling  air  pollution. 
The  Commission  Chairman  is  Senator 
Gary  W.  Hart  (D.-Colorado)  and  the 
Vice  Chairman  is  State  Representative 
Thomas  McPherson  of  Florida. 

February  16, 1979. 

William  H.  Lewis,  Jr., 
Director. 

fPR  Doc.  79-5574  Piled  2-21-79;  9:28  am] 


(7590-01-M] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  50-305,  Amendment  to  License 
No.  DPR-43,  (Increase  Spent  Fuel  Storage 
Capacity)] 

WISCONSIN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CORP.  WISCON¬ 
SIN  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO.  AND  MADISON 
GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.  (KEWAUNEE  NU¬ 
CLEAR  POWER  PLANT) 

February  4,  1979. 

Cancellation  of  Hearing 

The  Licensees,  the  NRC  Staff,  the 
Intervenors  and  the  State  of  Wiscon¬ 


sin  have  jointly  moved  this  Board  for 
an  order  approving  the  withdrawal  of 
Intervenors  from  this  proceeding  in 
accordance  with  a  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  entered  into  among  Intervenors, 
Licensees  and  the  NRC  Staff  dated 
February  5,  1979,  In  the  same  motion, 
all  three  parties  and  the  State  of  Wis¬ 
consin  moved  the  Board  for  an  order 
dismissing  this  proceeding. 

The  withdrawal  of  the  only  Interve¬ 
nors  removes  both  the  need  and  the 
occasion  for  further  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ings  in  this  proceeding.  There  are  no 
longer  any  matters  which  the  parties 
wish  to  resolve  and,  consequently, 
there  are  no  issues  to  be  heard  by  the 
Board.  In  addition,  the  Board  is  satis¬ 
fied  that  the  issues  raised  by  the  two 
Board  questions  posed  in  the  Order 
October  11,  1978,  have  been  adequate¬ 
ly  addressed  in  the  submissions  of  Li¬ 
censees  and  the  NRC  Staff.  According¬ 
ly,  the  Board  has  granted  the  joint 
motion  and  issued  an  order  dismissing 
the  proceeding  which  will  terminate 
the  proceeding  before  this  Board. 

Therefore,  please  take  notice  that 
the  evidentiary  hearing  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  scheduled  to  convene  on  Tues¬ 
day,  March  13,  1979,  in  Two  Rivers. 
Wisconsin,  is  cancelled. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  14th 
day  of  February  1979. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 

Robert  M.  Lazo, 
Chairman. 

(PR  Doc.  79-5528  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4910-^58-M] 

NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  79-8] 

MARINE  ACCIDENT  REPORT  AND  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

Availability 

The  National  Transporatation 
Safety  Board  has  released  its  investi-. 
gation  report  concerning  the  July  28, 
1977,  collision  of  the  French  tankship 
SS  SITALA  with  a  moored  fleet  of 
marine  construction  vessels  near 
Greenville  Bend  on  the  Mississippi 
River.  The  report.  No.  NTSB-MAR- 
78-10,  was  released  February  14. 

Investigation  showed  that  the  up- 
bound,  loaded  tankship  was  lightering 
crude  oil  from  very  large  crude  carri¬ 
ers  located  in  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  to 
refineries  near  New  Orleans.  The 
SITALA  sustained  minor  hull  damage; 
20  moored  vessels  were  either  or  sunk. 
Total  property  damage  was  estimated 
to  be,  $1,500,000.  There  were  no  deaths 
or  injuries  caused  by  the  accident. 
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The  Safety  Board  determined  that 
the  probable  cause  of  the  accident  was 
the  failure  of  the  steering  gear  which 
resulted  from  inadequate  maintenance 
and  inspection  of  the  steering  gear  by 
the  ship’s  crew,  which  permitted  leaks 
in  the  steering  system  to  reduce  the 
hydraulic  oil  level  in  the  single  hy¬ 
draulic  reservoir  until  discharge  pres¬ 
sure  was  lost  from  the  hydraulic 
charge  pumps  in  the  control  mecha¬ 
nism.  Contributing  to  the  cause  of  the 
accident  were  the  inadequate  inspec¬ 
tion  of  the  steering  gear  by  a  classifi¬ 
cation  society  surveyor  on  July  26, 
1977,  and  the  design  of  the  steering 
gear  which  utilized  a  single  control 
path  to  the  steering  gear  power  units. 

As  a  result  of  its  analysis  of  this  ac¬ 
cident,  the  Safety  Board  on  December 
29,  1978,  forwarded  seven  safety  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard.  Among  the  goals  of  these  rec¬ 
ommendations  are:  Steering  standards 
for  all  sea-going  vessels  entering  U.S. 
waters  which  reduce  the  time  allowed 
for  alarms  to  alert  a  crew  of  a  system 
failure,  and  to  restore  steering  control; 
steering  gear  test  devices  which  show 
whether  operation  is  normal;  an  ex¬ 
panded  program  for  boarding  foreign 
vessels  to  inspect  steering  gear  and  de¬ 
termine  the  adequacy  of  its  mainte¬ 
nance;  and  expanded  U.S.  efforts, 
through  the  Inter-Governmental 
Maritime  Consultative  Organization, 
toward  more  comprehensive  and  uni¬ 
form  annual  inspections  of  all  types  of 
vessels  rather  than  tankers  only.  (See 
44  FR  6536,  February  1.  1979.) 

Marine  Safety  Recommendations 

About  1625  e.d.t.  on  June  6,  1977, 
the  charter  fishing  boat  DIXIE  LEE  II 
capsized  during  a  sudden,  severe  thun¬ 
derstorm  in  the  Chesapeake  Bay  near 
Norfolk.  Va.,  with  27  persons  on  board. 
Shortly  after  the  accident,  a  commer¬ 
cial  fishing  boat  passed  near  the  acci¬ 
dent  scene  and  rescued  14  persons. 
Twelve  persons  died  and  another  is 
missing  and  presumed  dead.  The 
DIXIE  LEE  II  suffered  minor  damage 
due  to  flooding,  and  after  being  re¬ 
paired  and  recertified  by  the  U.S. 
Coast  Guard,  was  returned  to  serve. 

Even  though  the  DIXIE  LEE  II  met 
the  Coast  Guard’s  stability  require¬ 
ments  for  wind  and  passenger  heel, 
the  Safety  Board  determined  that  the 
boat  was  unable  to  survive  the  high 
winds  generated  by  the  storm.  The 
passengers  reacted  to  the  intense  wind 
and  rain  by  seeking  shelter  away  from 
the  windward  side  of  the  boat.  The 
overturning  effect  of  this  passenger 
movement  could  have  significantly  re¬ 
duced  the  boat’s  resistance  to  wind 
heel.  Although  the  Coast  Guard  evalu¬ 
ates  wind  heel  and  passenger  heel  sep¬ 
arately,  this  accident  demonstrates 
that  they  are  not  always  independent 
of  each  other.  Because  the  Coast 


Guard’s  wind  heel  criteria  are  not  suf¬ 
ficiently  conservative  to  protect 
against  passenger  reaction  to  high 
beam  winds  which  can  occur  on  the 
Cheaspeake  Bay.  small  passenger 
vessel  certification  should  be  based  on 
the  combined  heeling  effects  of  wind 
and  off-center  weight.  Accordingly,  on 
February  12  the  Safety  Board  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard; 

Revise  stability  requirements  to  include 
the  effect  of  offcenter  passenger  weight  in 
the  wind  heeling  criteria  for  small  passen¬ 
ger  vessels.  (M-79-1) 

State  on  the  Ortiflcate  of  Inspection  for 
small  passenger  vessels  the  approximate 
wind  speed  equivalent  used  to  certify  the 
vessel’s  stability.  (Mr79-2) 

Revise  the  Miscellaneous  Operating  Re¬ 
quirements  in  46  CFR  185.20  to  include  a  re¬ 
quirement  for  operators  of  small  passenger 
vessels  to  check  the  National  Weather  Serv¬ 
ice  forecast  before  getting  underway  and  pe¬ 
riodically  while  underway  and  to  proceed  to 
the  nearest  harbor  of  safe  refuge  when  a 
watch  or  warning  is  issued  for  wind  speeds 
that  exceed  the  wind  speed  equivalent  used 
to  certify  the  vessels’  stability.  (M-79-3) 

Require  the  operators  of  small  passenger 
vessels  to  post  an  Operating  Safety  Check¬ 
list.  in  a  conspicuous  place  accessible  to 
crew  and  passengers,  which  states  the  perti¬ 
nent  requirements  of  46  CFR  185.20.  (M-79- 
4) 

Require  small  passenger  vessels  that  are 
certified  to  operate  on  partially  protected 
waters  to  have  a  weather  monitor  radio  re¬ 
ceiver  at  the  operator  station  which  can  be 
automatically  activated  by  the  Warning 
Alarm  Device  of  the  National  Weather  Serv¬ 
ice.  (M-79-5) 

Revise  its  procedures  for  broadcasting 
severe  weather  statements  to  provide  more 
frequent,  timely,  and  complete  weather  in¬ 
formation.  (M-79-6) 

Require  tethering  of  lifeboats  and  buoy¬ 
ant  apparatus  to  keep  such  devices  from 
drifting  from  vessels  which  are  partially 
submerged,  are  capsized  but  remain  afloat, 
or  sink  in  shallow  water.  (M-79-7) 

The  Safety  Board  further  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  DIXIE  LEE  II  was  cap¬ 
sized  by  the  overturning  effect  of 
winds  exceeding  50  kns.  In  its  continu¬ 
ous  marine  weather  broadcasts,  the 
National  Weather  Service  advised  that 
a  severe  thunderstorm  was  approach¬ 
ing  the  vicinity  of  the  accident  and 
that  the  storm,  which  was  moving 
nearly  50  mph,  would  give  little  ad¬ 
vance  warning.  Although  broadcasts 
warning  of  the  severe  thunderstorm 
were  sufficiently  accurate  and  timely, 
the  Safety  Board  believes  that  the  use 
of  the  term  “severe  thunderstorm” 
without  a  statement  of  wind  speeds 
may  not  be  widely  understood  to  mean 
that  wind  gusts  can  be  expected  to 
exceed  50  kns.  Accordingly,  also  on 
February  12,  the  Safety  Board  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  National  Oceanic  and 
Atmospheric  Administration: 

Provide  sufficient  information  in  its 
severe  weather  statements  to  indicate  the 
severe  weather  condition,  such  as  wind 
speed,  for  which  the  statement  is  valid.  (M- 
79-8) 


Each  of  the  above  recommendations 
is  designated  “Class  II,  Priority 
Action.”  Copies  of  the  Safety  Board’s 
formal  investigation  report  on  the 
DIXIE  LEE  II  accident  are  being  pre¬ 
pared  for  release  and  will  be  made 
available  in  the  near  future. 

On  June  17,  1978,  the  steam  show- 
boat  WHIPPOORWILL  overturned 
while  in  transit  on  Pomona  Lake, 
Kans.  A  waterspout  (a  tornado  occur¬ 
ring  over  water)  passed  near  the  vessel 
at  the  time  of  the  accident.  Of  the,  60 
persons  on  board  the  vessel,  15  were 
killed  and  6  were  injured.  The  vessel 
sustained  minor  damage  and  was  re¬ 
turned  to  passenger  service  shortly 
after  the  accident. 

Because  Pomona  Lake  is  not  “navi¬ 
gable  waters”  of  the  United  States, 
the  WHIPPOORWILL  did  not  have  to 
comply  with  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard’s 
rules  and  regulations  in  46  CFR  Part 
179  for  small  passenger  vessels.  As  de¬ 
signed  and  constructed,  the  WHIP¬ 
POORWILL  did  not  meet  the  stability 
requirements  for  these  vessels.  The 
vessel  was  subject  solely  to  the  laws 
and  regulations  of  the  State  of 
Kansas.  The  Kansas  Boating  Act. 
however,  regulates  recreational  boat¬ 
ing  and  does  not  address  commercial 
vessel  safety  Issues,  such  as  stability 
criteria.  The  Safety  Board’s  analysis 
of  this  accident  concluded  that  the 
WHIPPOORWILL  may  not  have  cap¬ 
sized  had  it  met  these  criteria. 

Further,  the  Safety  Board  deter¬ 
mined  that  a  wind  speed  of  about  25 
kns  or  more  could  have  capsized  the 
WHIPPOORWILL  in  the  condition 
the  vessel  was  in  at  the  time  of  the'  ac¬ 
cident.  The  waterspout  was  deter¬ 
mined  to  have  developed  peripheral 
winds  of  about  50  kns  which  struck 
the  vessel.  The  Board  also  determined 
that  if  the  WHIPPOORWILL  had  met 
the  Coast  Guard  stability  require¬ 
ments,  it  would  have  been  able  to 
withstand  a  wind  speed  of  up  to  54  kns 
without  capsizing. 

In  view  of  its  findings  in  the  investi¬ 
gation  of  the  WHIPPOORWILL  acci¬ 
dent,  the  Safety  Board  on  February  12 
addressed  the  following  recommenda¬ 
tions  to; 

Kansas  Steamboat  Company.  Inc.,  of  Silver 
Lake,  Kans.,  and  the  Lakeside  Players,  of 
Vassar,  Kans.  (owner  and  operator  of  the 
WHIPPOORWILL  )— 

Alter  the  WHIPPOORWILL’S  bilge  drain¬ 
age  system  to  prevent  the  accumulation  of 
water  in  its  integral  hull  tanks.  (M-79-9) 
Install  a  means  to  accurately  determine 
the  presence  of  water  in  the  WHIPPOOR¬ 
WILL’S  integral  hull  tanks.  (M-79-10) 
Improve  the  stability  of  the  WHIPPOOR¬ 
WILL  to  comply  with  the  U.S.  Coast 
Guard’s  stability  criteria  in  46  CFR  Part  179 
Install  a  VHP  radio  receiver  in  the  WHIP¬ 
POORWILL’S  pilothouse,  and  monitor  the 
National  Weather  Service’s  Weather  Radio 
broadcasts  while  the  vessel  is  underway.  (M- 
79-12) 
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Establish  written  instructions  requiring 
the  person  in  charge  of  the  WHIPPOOR¬ 
WILL  to  obtain  weather  forecast  informa¬ 
tion  before  departure.  (M-79-13) 

Governor  of  Kansas— 

Amend  the  Kansas  Boating  Act  and  appli¬ 
cable  regulations  to  require  all  commercial 
vessels  carrying  six  or  more  passengers  and 
operating  in  the  State  of  Kansas  to  meet 
the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  stability  criteria  in  46 
CFR  Part  179  for  small  passenger  vessels. 
(M-79-14) 

Amend  the  Kansas  Boating  Act  and  appli¬ 
cable  regulations  to  require  all  operators  of 
commercial  vessels  carrying  six  or  more  pas¬ 
sengers  and  operating  in  the  State  of 
Kansas  to  obtain  weather  information 
before  departure.  (M-79-15) 

National  Association  of  State  Boating  Law 

Administrators  (NASBLA)— 

Amend  the  NASBLA  model  State  Boating 
Act  to  require  commercial,  small  passenger 
vessels  operating  exclusively  on  State 
waters  to  meet  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard  stabil¬ 
ity  criteria  in  46  CFR  Part  179  for  small  pas¬ 
senger  vessels.  (M-79-16) 

Each  of  the  above  recommendations 
is  designated  "Class  II,  Priority 
Action.”  Copies  of  the  Safety  Board’s 
formal  investigation  report  will  be 
made  available  in  the  near  future. 

Note:  Single  copies  of  the  Safety  Board’s 
accident  reports  are  available  without 
charge,  as  long  as  limited  supplies  last. 
Copies  of  the  Board’s  recommendation  let¬ 
ters  are  also  available  free  of  charge.  All  re¬ 
quests  for  copies  must  be  in  writing,  identi¬ 
fied  by  report  or  recommendation  number. 
Address  inquiries  to:  Public  Inquiries  Sec¬ 
tion,  National  Transportation  Safety  Board, 
Washington,  D.C.  20594. 

Multiple  copies  of  accident  reports  may  be 
purchased  by  mail  from  the  National  Tech¬ 
nical  Information  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  Springfield,  Va.  22151. 

(Secs.  304(a)(2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
SUt.  2169,  2172  (49  UJS.C.  1903,  1906))) 

Margaret  L,  Fisher, 
Federal  Register 
Liaison  Officer. 

February  16,  1979. 
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[8010-01-M] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Rel.  No.  105911 

KEYSTONE  CUSTODIAN  FUNDS,  INC.  AND 
CORNERSTONE  FINANCIAL  SERVICES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  Pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Act  for  an  Exemption  From 
Section  22(d)  of  the  Act  and  Pursuant  to 
Section  11(a)  of  the  Act  To  Permit  Offers  of 
Exchange 

February  12,  1979. 
NOTICE  IS  HEREBY  GIVEN  that 
Keystone  Custodian  FHinds,  Inc. 
(“Keystone”),  as  trustee  of  the  Key¬ 
stone  Custodian  Funds,  Series  B-1,  B- 
2,  B-4,  K-1,  K-2,  S-1,  S-3  and  S-4  (the 
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"Series  Funds”),  Polaris  Fund  Inc. 
("Polaris”)  and  American  Liquid  Trust 
(“ALT”)  (collectively  the  "Funds”), 
each  of  which  is  registered  as  an  open- 
end,  diversified,  management  invest¬ 
ment  company  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (the  “Act”),  and 
The  Keystone  Company  of  Boston 
(“Keystone-Boston”)  and  Cornerstone 
Financial  Services,  Inc.  (“Corner¬ 
stone”)  (collectively  referred  to  with 
the  Funds  as  “Applicants”),  filed  an 
application  on  January  12,  1979,  and 
an  amendment  thereto  on  February  9, 
1979,  for  an  order  of  the  Commission 
(1)  pursuant  to  Section  11(a)  of  the 
Act  to  permit  offers  to  exchange 
shares  of  the  Funds  on  a  basis  other 
than  their  relative  net  asset  values 
and  (2)  pursuant  to  Section  6(c)  of  the 
Act  granting  an  exemption  from  Sec¬ 
tion  22(d)  of  the  Act  in  connection 
with  such  exchanges.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application 
on  file  with  the  Commission  for  a 
statement  of  the  representations  made 
therein,  which  are  summarized  below. 

Applicants  state  that  Keystone,  in 
addition  to  being  trustee  for  the  Series 
Funds,  also  serves  as  the  investment 
adviser  to  Polaris.  ALT  Management 
Corporation,  a  subsidiary  of  Keystone, 
serves  as  investment  adviser  to  ALT. 
Keystone-Boston  and  Cornerstone  act 
as  principal  underwriters  of  the  shares 
issued  by  each  of  the  Series  Funds  and 
Polaris.  Cornerstone  has  an  undenu  rit- 
ing  agreement  with  ALT. 

Applicants  state  that  Keystone- 
Boston  and  Cornerstone  maintain  a 
continous  public  offering  of  shares  of 
the  Series  Funds  and  Polaris  at  net 
asset  value  plus  a  sales  charge.  Shares 
of  Polaris  and  the  Series  Funds  other 
than  B-1  Fund  are  sold  with  a  sales 
charge  8.5  percent  or  less;  shares  of  B- 
1  Fund  are  sold  with  a  sales  charge  of 
4.25  percent  or  less.  The  respective 
sales  charge  for  each  of  the  Series 
Funds  and  Polaris  is  reduced  on  pur¬ 
chases  of  $15,000  or  more.  Shares  of 
ALT,  a  money  market  mutual  fund, 
are  sold  without  a  sales  charge. 

Applicants  state  that  on  December  8, 
1977,  the  Commission  entered  an  order 
(the  “1977  Order”)  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  11(a)  of  the  Act  permitting  offers 
to  exchange  shares  of  the  Series 
Funds  on  a  basis  other  than  their  rela¬ 
tive  net  asset  values  and  pursuant  to 
Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  granting  an  ex¬ 
emption  from  Section  22(d)  of  the  Act 
in  connection  with  such  exchanges 
(Investment  Company  Act  Release  No. 
10050).  Under  the  1977  Order  each  of 
the  Series  Funds,  except  B-1  Fund,  is 
authorized  to  offer  to  exchange  shares 
in  one  Series  Fund  for  shares  in  an¬ 
other  Series  Fund  at  net  asset  value 
plus  a  $5  transaction  fee.  B-1  Fund 
shares  may  be  exchanged  for  shares  of 
the  other  Series  Funds  upon  payment 
of  an  additional  sales  charge  equal  to 
the  difference  between  the  sales 


charge  on  a  purchase  of  B-1  Fund 
shares  and  the  sales  charge  on  a  pur¬ 
chase  of  shares  in  the  other  Series 
F\inds.  The  1977  Order  permits  shares 
of  B-1  Funds  held  as  of  October  13, 
1977,  or  acquired  after  October  13, 
1977,  by  conversion  from  another 
Series  Fund  to  be  exchanged  for  a  $5 
transaction  fee  but  without  an  addi¬ 
tional  sales  charge. 

Applicants  now  seek  to  permit  share¬ 
holders  of  Polaris  and  ALT  to  ex¬ 
change  their  shares  for  those  of  any 
other  Fund  on  a  basis  similar  to  that 
permitted  the  Series  Funds  under  the 
1977  Order.  Applicants  represent  that 
if  the  order  requested  is  granted, 
shares  of  Polaris  would  be  exchanged 
for  shares  of  the  other  FHinds  at  net 
asset  value  plus  a  $5  transaction  fee. 
Shares  of  ALT  purchased  for  cash 
would  be  exchanged  for  shares  of 
other  Funds  plus  the  applicable  cur¬ 
rent  sales  charge  on  the  shares  ac¬ 
quired.  Exchanges  from  ALT  at  net 
asset  value  plus  a  $5  transaction  fee 
would  be  permitte(l  when  the  ALT 
shares  were  acquired  through  conver¬ 
sion  from  Polaris  or  a  Series  Fund 
other  than  B-1  Fund  and  are  being  ex¬ 
changed  back  for  shares  in  Polaris  or  a 
Series  Fund  other  than  B-1  F\ind. 
Similarly,  shares  of  ALT  acquired  by 
converison  from  B-1  Fund,  may  be  ex¬ 
changed  back  into  B-1  Funds  at  net 
asset  value  plus  a  $5  transaction  fee  or 
exchanged  for  shares  in  the  other 
Series  Funds  or  Polaris  on  the  same 
basis  as  any  exchange  originating 
from  B-1  Fund. 

Applicants  state  that  requests  for 
conversion  of  shares  will  be  effected  to 
eliminate  or  reduce,  as  far  as  possible, 
.  the  payment  of  a  sales  load  upon  such 
conversion  and  therefore  shares  re¬ 
quiring  the  payment  of  no  sales  load 
upon  conversion  will  be  transferred 
first,  shares  requiring  the  payment  of 
a  reduced  load  will  be  transferred  next 
and  finally  shares  requiring  a  full 
sales  load  will  be  transferred.  Shares 
acquired  by  reinvestment  of  capital 
gains  or  investment  income  dividends 
assume  the  conversion  status  of  the 
shares  on  which  they  were  paid. 

Applicants  also  request  authoriza¬ 
tion  of  an  arrangement  whereby 
shareholders  who  have  redeemed 
shares  of  B-1  Fund  acquired  through  a 
cash  purchase  after  October  31,  1977, 
or  shareholders  of  ALT  who  acquired 
their  shares  upon  conversion  of  B-1 
Fund  shares  acquired  for  cash  after 
October  31,  1977,  may  purchase,  with 
the  proceeds  of  that  redemption, 
shares  of  any  other  Series  Fund  or  Po¬ 
laris  by  paying  a  sales  charge  equal  in 
amount  to  the  difference  between  the 
sales  charge  on  a  purchase  of  shares  in 
B-1  Fund  and  the  sales  charge  on  a 
purchase  in  the  other  Series  Funds  or 
Polaris  subject  to  the  following  condi¬ 
tions:  (1)  the  offer  is  made  to  all 
shareholders  of  B-1  Fund  and  share- 
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holders  of  ALT  who  acquired  their 
shares  upon  conversion  from  B-1  Fund 
(where  the  B-1  Fund  shares  were  ac¬ 
quired  for  cash  after  October  31.  1977) 
on  the  same  basis  and  is  described  in 
their  prospectuses,  (2)  such  sale  does 
not  exceed  the  amount  of  the  redemp¬ 
tion  proceeds  (or  the  nearest  full 
share  if  fractional  shares  are  not  pur¬ 
chased).  (3)  no  such  sale  may  be  made 
to  any  shareholder  who  has  exercised 
the  reinvestment  privilege  previously 
with  respect  to  any  redeemable  secu¬ 
rity  issued  by  B-1  Fund,  (4)  such  re¬ 
demption  did  not  involve  a  refund  of 
sales  charges  pursuant  to  Section 
27(d)  or  27(f)  of  the  Act,  and  (5)  such 
sale  is  effected  v.'ithin  thirty  (30)  days 
after  such  redemption  or  within  such 
lesser  time  as  is  described  in  the  pro¬ 
spectus. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
part,  that  the  Commission  by  order 
upon  application,  may  conditionally  or 
unconditionally  exempt  any  person, 
security,  or  transaction  or  any  class  or 
classes  of  persons,  securities,  or  trans¬ 
actions  from  any  provision  or  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Act  or  any  rule  or  regula¬ 
tion  thereunder,  if  and  to  the  extent 
that  such  exemption  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors  and  the  purposes  fairly  intend¬ 
ed  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of  the 
Act. 

NOTICE  IS  FURTHER  GIVEN  that 
any  interested  person  may,  not  later 
than  March  8.  1979,  at  5:30  p.m., 
submit  to  the  Commission  in  writing  a 
request  for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  as  to  the 
nature  of  his  interest,  the  reason  for 
such  request,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of 
fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  controvert¬ 
ed,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be  noti¬ 
fied  if  the  Commission  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of 
such  request  shall  be  served  personally 
or  by  mail  upon  Applicant(s)  at  the 
address! es)  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit,  or  in  case  of  an 
attorney-at-law,  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  re¬ 
quest.  As  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act  an  order  disposing  of 
the  application  will  be  issued  as  of 
course  following  said  date  unless  the 
Commission  thereafter  orders  a  hear¬ 
ing  upon  request  or  upon  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing,  or  advice  as  to  wheth¬ 
er  a  hearing  is  ordered,  will  receive 
any  notices  and  orders  issued  in  this 
matter,  including  the  date  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 


For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management,  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  79-5455  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 

[4710-07-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

[Public  Notice  CM-8/158] 

ADVISORY  COMMIHEE  ON  INTERNATIONAL 

INVESTMENT,  TECHNOLOGY,  AND  DEVEL¬ 
OPMENT 

Meeting 

The  Department  of  State  will  hold  a 
meeting  on  March  9  of  the  Working 
Group  on  UN/OECD  Investment  Un¬ 
dertakings  of  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  International  Investment,  Technol¬ 
ogy,  and  Development.  The  Working 
Group  will  meet  from  9:30  a.m.  until 
12:00  p.m.  The  meeting  will  be  held  in 
Room  1105  of  the  State  Department, 
2201  C  Street  NW.,  Washir.gton,  D.C. 
20520.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

The  subject  of  the  meeting  will  be 
the  ongoing  negotiations  in  interna¬ 
tional  bodies  aimed  at  codes  of  con¬ 
duct  related  to  international  invest¬ 
ment.  In  particular,  the  Working 
Group  will  discuss  the  March  12-23 
meeting  of  the  U.N.  Intergovernmen¬ 
tal  Working  Group  on  a  Code  of  Con¬ 
duct.  In  addition,  the  Working  Group 
will  discuss  the  OECD  review  of  the 
1976  Investment  Instruments. 

Requests  for  further  information  on 
the  meeting  should  be  directed  to 
Richard  Kauzlarich,  Department  of 
State.  Office  of  Investment  Affairs, 
Bureau  of  Economic  and  Business  Af¬ 
fairs,  Washington,  D.C,  20520.  He  may 
be  reached  by  telephone  on  (area  code 
202) 632-2728. 

Members  of  the  public  wishing  to 
attend  the  meeting  must  contact  Mr. 
Kauzlarich’s  office  in  order  to  arrange 
entrance  to  the  State  Department 
building. 

The  Chairman  of  the  w'orking  group 
will,  as  time  permits,  entertain  oral 
comments  from  members  of  the  public 
attending  the  meeting. 

Dated:  February  12.  1979. 

Richard  D.  Kauzlarich, 
Executive  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.  79-5456  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 

[4710-07-M] 

(Public  Notice  CM-8/159] 

SHIPPING  COORDINATING  COMMIUEE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  SAFETY  OF  LIFE  AT  SEA 

Meeting 

The  working  group  on  radiocom¬ 
munications  of  the  Subcommittee  on 


Safety  of  Life  at  Sea  (SOLAS)  will 
conduct  an  open  meeting  at  1:30  p.m. 
on  March  15,  1979,  in  Room  8442.  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  400  Sev¬ 
enth,  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
prepare  position  documents  for  the 
Twentieth  Session  of  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Radiocommunications  of  the 
Intergovernmental  Maritime  Consul¬ 
tative  Organization  (IMCO)  to  be  held 
in  London  on  March  26-30,  1979.  In 
particular,  the  working  group  will  dis¬ 
cuss  the  following  topics: 

—Survival  craft  radio  equipment. 

—Operational  requirements  for 
future  EPIRES. 

—Operational  standards  for  ship¬ 
board  radio  equipment. 

—Maritime  distress  system. 

Requests  for  further  information 
should  be  directed  to  Lt.  R.  F.  Carlson, 
United  States  Coast  Guard  (G-OTM/ 
74),  telephone  number  (202)  426-1345, 

The  Chairman  will  entertain  com¬ 
ments  from  the  public  as  time  permits. 

February  9, 1979. 

Richard  K.  Bank, 
Chairman,  Shipping 
Coordinating  Committee. 

(FR  Doc.  79-5457  Piled  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[4710-01 -M] 

(Public  Notice  CM-81] 

ADVISORY  COMMHTTEE  TO  THE  UNITED 
STATES  NATIONAL  SECTION  OF  THE  INTER- 
NATIONAL  COMMISSION  FOR  THE  CONSER¬ 
VATION  OF  ATLANTIC  TUNAS 

Meeting 

Notice -is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  Pub.  L.  92-463,  that  a 
meeting  of  the  Advisory  Committee  to 
the  United  States  National  Section  of 
the  International  Commission  for  the 
Conservation  of  Atlantic  Tunas  will  be 
held  on  March  7,  1979,  in  the  Harbor 
Room  of  the  Ramada  Inn,  225  McClel¬ 
lan  Highway  (Route  lA),  East  Boston. 
MA.,  at  9:00  a.m. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  and  the  public  may  participate 
in  the  discussions  subject  to  the 
instructions  of  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
man.  Subjects  to  discussed  include: 
The  Technical  Basis  for  the  Manage¬ 
ment  Proposal  for  Atlantic  Bluefin 
Tuna:  Review  of  the  Management  Pro¬ 
posal  and  Several  of  the  More  Viable 
Alternatives;  Legal  Relationships 
Among  the  Tunas  Convention  Act, 
The  ICCAT  Recommendations  and 
the  Proposed  U.S.  Regulations;  Impact 
of  the  Management  Proposal  on  Deal¬ 
ing  with  the  Japanese  Longline  Fish¬ 
ing  Effort  Off  U.S.  Shores;  and  Discus¬ 
sion  and  Recommendations  of  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee. 
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Requests  for  further  information  on 
the  meeting  should  be  directed  to 
Brian  Hallman,  OES/OFA/FA,  Room 
5806,  Department  of  State.  He  may  be 
reached  by  telephone  on  (202)  632- 
1073 

Dated:  February  14, 1979. 

John  D.  Negroponte. 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Oceans  and  Fisheries  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc  79-5526  Piled  2-21-79;  8;45  am] 


[4910-60-M] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Matariols  Transportation  Buroau 

APPUCATIONS  FOR  RENEWAL  OR  MODIFICA¬ 
TION  OF  EXEMPTIONS  OR  APPLICATIONS 
TO  BECOME  A  PARTY  TO  AN  EXEMPTION 

AGENCY:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau,  D.O.T. 

ACTION:  List  of  applications  for  Re¬ 
newal  or  Modification  of  Exemptions 
or  Application  to  Become  a  Party  to 
an  Exemption. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  the 
procedures  governing  the  application 
for,  and  the  processing  of,  exemptions 
from  the  Department  of  Transporta¬ 
tion’s  Hazardous  Materials  Regula¬ 
tions  (49  CFR  Part  107,  Subpart  B), 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Office 
of  Hazardous  Materials  Regulation  of 
the  Materials  Transportation  Bureau 
has  received  the  applications  described 
herein.  This  notice  is  abbreviated  to 
expedite  docketing  and  public  notice. 
Because  the  sections  affected,  modes 
of  transportation,  and  the  nature  of 
application  have  been  shown  in  earlier 
Federal  Register  publications,  they 
are  not  repeated  here.  Except  as  oth¬ 
erwise  noted,  renewal  applications  are 
for  extension  of  the  exemption  terms 
only.  Where  changes  are  requested 
(e.g.  to  provide  for  additional  hazard¬ 
ous  materials,  packaging  design 
changes,  additional  mode  of  transpor¬ 
tation,  etc.)  they  are  described  in  foot¬ 
notes  to  the  application  number.  Ap¬ 
plication  numbers  with  the  suffix  “X” 
denote  renewal;  application  numbers 
with  the  suffix  “P”  denote  party  to. 
These  applications  have  been  separat¬ 
ed  from  the  new  applications  for  ex¬ 
emptions  to  facilitate  processing. 

Dates:  Comment  period  closes  March 
9,  1979. 

ADDREISSED  TO:  Dockets  Branch, 
Information  Services  Division,  Materi¬ 
als  Transportation  Bureau,  U.S.  De¬ 


partment  of  Transportation,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C  20590.  Comments  should 
refer  to  the  application  number  and  be 
submitted  in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

Copies  of  the  applications  are  availa¬ 
ble  for  inspection  in  the  Dockets 
Branch,  Room  6500,  Trans  Point 
Building,  2100  Second  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 


Applica¬ 
tion  No. 

Applicant 

Renewal  of 
exemption 

2708-X ... 

Gardner  Cryogenics. 
Bethlehem.  Pa.  (See 
Footnote  1). 

2708 

4898-X ... 

American  Bosch  Marketing, 
Springfield,  Mass. 

4698 

S038-X  .„ 

Synthatron  Corp., 

Parsippany,  N.J. 

5038 

5038-X... 

M8:T  Chemicals,  Inc.,  South 
San  Francisco,  Calif. 

5038 

5196-X... 

Air  Products  &  Chemicals, 
Inc.,  Allentown,  Pa. 

5196 

5308-X ... 

Gulf  Oil  Chemicals  Co., 
Merriam,  Kans.  , 

5206 

6206-X... 

Austin  Powder  Co.,  Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

5206 

6403-X ... 

Halliburton  Services.  Duncan. 
Okla.  (See  Footnote  2). 

5403 

5923-X... 

Union  Carbide  Corp.. 
Tarrytown,  N.Y. 

5923 

6018-X... 

Welding  &  Cutting  Supply 
Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

6016 

6218-X ... 

Liquid  Carbonic  Corp.. 
Chicago,  Ill. 

6218 

8432-X ... 

Chemetron  Corp.,  Chicago,  Ill 

6432 

8498-X ... 

Luxfer  USA  Limited, 
Riverside,  Calif.  (See 
Footnote  3). 

6498 

6564-X ... 

Castle  &  Cooke.  Inc.,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. 

6564 

6626-X  .„ 

Airco  Welding  Products, 
Murray  Hill,  H.J. 

6626 

6927-X ... 

Dow  Chemical  U.S.A., 
Midland.  Mich.  (See 
Footnote  4). 

6927 

6969-X... 

State  of  Alaska.  Juneau, 
Alaska. 

6969 

6984-X... 

Powder  River  Explosives, 
Billings,  Mont. 

6984 

7005-X ... 

Eurotainer,  Paris,  Prance . 

7005 

7005-X ... 

Bignier  Schmid-Laurent, 

Paris,  Prance  (See  Footnote 
5). 

7005 

7005-X ... 

Compagnie  des  Containers 
Reservoirs  (CCR),  Neuilly- 
sur-Seine,  FVance. 

7005 

7010-X... 

Dow  Chenical  U.S.A., 

Midland.  Mich. 

7010 

7052-X ... 

Tadiran,  Israel  Electronics, 
Ind.,  Ltd..'Rehovot,  Israel. 

7052 

7078-X ... 

Carroll  Air  Service,  Inc., 
Kingston,  N.Y. 

7078 

7201-X ... 

Delta  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

7201 

7235-X... 

Luxfer  U.S.A.  Limited, 
Riverside.  Calif.  (See 
Footnote  6). 

7235 

7244-X... 

United  Airlines,  San 

Francisco,  Calif. 

7244 

7489-X... 

Micor,  Co.,  Milwaukee,  Wise ... 

7489 

7513-X... 

Burdett  Oxygen,  Co., 
Norristown.  Pa. 

7513 

7520-X... 

Dow  Chemical  U.S.A., 
Midland,  Mich. 

7520 

Applica¬ 
tion  No. 

Applicant 

Renewal  of 
exemption 

7590-X ... 

National  Motor  Freight 
Traffic  Association,  Inc., 
Washington,  D.C.  (See 
Footnote  7). 

7590 

7605-X... 

General  Dynamics,  Port 
Worth,  Tex.  (See  Footnote 
8). 

7605 

7726-X... 

Hughes  Aircraft,  Co.,  Culver 
City,  Calif. 

7726 

7755-X... 

Varian  Associates,  Inc.,  Palo 
Alto,  Calif.  (See  Footnote  9) 

7755 

7862-X... 

General  Electric,  Milwaukee, 
Wis.  (See  Footnote  10) 

7862 

7950-X... 

Martin  Marietta,  Corp.,  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C.  (See  Footnote 
11). 

7950 

7966-X... 

The  Enterprise.  Cos.,  Wheel¬ 
ing.  Ill. 

7966 

•To  provide  for  newly  designed  cargo  tank  for  the 
shipment  of  liquefied  hydrogen. 

*To  authorize  the  shipment  of  additional  corro¬ 
sive  liquids  in  tank  motor  vehicles. 

*To  remove  the  filling  charge  restriction  against 
poison  gas. 

*To  requalify  certain  portable  tanks  for  a  greater 
rated  gross  weight  capacity. 

‘Renewal  and  to  provide  for  portable  tanks 
having  a  greater  volumetric  capacity. 

‘Renewal  and  to  provide  for  certain  modification 
e.g.  cylinder  size,  authorized  gases,  glass  fibers,  au- 
tofrettage  pressure,  burst  pressure,  etc. 

•To  authorize  Lovelace  Motor  Freight,  Inc.,  as  a 
participating  carrier  in  lieu  of  Consolidated 
Preightways. 

'To  authorize  various  modifications  to  the  canopy 
assembly  containing  various  explosives. 

‘Renewal  and  to  provide  for  an  alternate  packag¬ 
ing  for  analytical  standards. 

"Renewal  and  to  provide  various  modifications  to 
the  present  xenon  detector. 

"To  authorize  shipment  by  rail  as  an  additional 
mode  of  transportation. 


Appiica- 
tion  No. 

Applicant 

Parties  to 
exemption 

4453-P.... 

Wycoff  Co.  Inc.,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

4453 

6614-P..,. 

Jones  Chemicals,  Inc., 
Caledonia.  N.Y. 

6614 

6793-P.... 

ACT  Services,  New  York.  N.Y. 

6793 

6798-P.... 

Hoppers  Co.,  Inc.,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  (See  Footnote  1). 

6798 

6806-P.... 

Norton  Co.,  Worcheter,  Mass.. 

6806 

6898-P.... 

J.  T.  Baker  Chemical  Co., 
Phillipsburg,  N.J. 

6898 

7052-P.... 

EG&G  Environmental 
Equipment.  Herdon,  Va. 

7052 

7052-P.... 

Texas  Instruments,  Inc., 
Dallas,  Tex. 

7052 

7840-P..,, 

General  Dynamics,  Fort 
Worth.  Tex. 

7840 

7846-P.... 

Air  Products  St  Chemicals, 
Inc.,  Allentown,  Pa. 

7846 

7853-P.... 

ISIS  Chemicals, .,  Stamford, 
Conn. 

7853 

7887-P.... 

Small  Sounding  Rocket 
Systems,  Mountlake 
.Terrace,  Wash.  (See 
Footnote  2). 

7887 

7924-P.... 

Elagle-Picher  Ind.,  Inc., 

Joplin,  Mo. 

7924 

8002-P.... 

Eurotainer.  Paris,  France _ .... 

8002 

8006-P..,. 

Bland  Brothers,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y. 

8006 

8047-P..,. 

Westwind  Overseas  Limited, 
New  York.  N.Y. 

8047 
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8077-P..„  Saracco  Tank  St  8077 

Manufacturing.  Corp.,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.. 

8088-P....  U.S.  Steel  ProducU,  8088 

Pittsburgh,  Pa. 


'To  become  a  party  to  the  exemption  and  to 
remove  the  restrictions  to  intra-city  movements. 

'To  become  a  party  to  and  to  authorize  shipment 
of  toy  propellant  devices  each  containing  not  in 
excess  of  62.5  grams  of  a  propellant. 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  applications 
for  renewal  of  exemptions  and  for 
party  to  an  exemption  ^  published  in 
accordance  with  Section  107  of  the 
Hazardous  Materials  Transportation 
Act  (49  CFR  U.S.C.  1806:  49  CFR 
1.53(e)). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  14,  1979. 

J.  R.  Grothe, 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch, 
Office  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Regulation,  Materials  Trans¬ 
portation  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  79-5571  Piled  2-21-79  10:05  am] 


[7035-01 -M] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Ab  2  (SDM)] 

LOUISVILLE  ft  NASHVILLE  RAILROAD  CO. 
Amandad  Systam  Diagram  Map 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  requirements  contained  in 
Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lation^,  §  1121.23,  that  the  Louisville  & 
Nashville  Railroad  Company,  has  filed 
with  the  Commission  its  amended 
color-coded  system  diagram  map  in 
docket  No.  AB  2  (SDM).  The  maps  re¬ 
produced  here  in  black  and  white  are 
reproductions  of  that  system  diagram' 
map  and  the  Commission  on  January 
2,  1979,  received  a  certificate  of  publi¬ 
cation  as  required  by  said  regulation 
which  is  considered  the  effective  date 
on  which  the  system  diagram  map  was 
filed. 

Color-coded  copies  of  the  map  have 
been  served  on  the  Governor  of  each 
state  in  which  the  railroad  operates 
and  the  Public  Service  Commission  or 
similar  agency  and  the  State  designat¬ 
ed  agency.  Copies  of  the  map  may  also 
be  requested  from  the  railroad  at  a 
nominal  charge.  The  maps  also  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion.  Section  of  Dockets,  by  requesting 
docket  No.  AB  2  (SDM). 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Secretary. 
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LOUISVILLE  a  NASHVILLE  RAILROAD  CO. 
I  ^  I.C.C.  DOCKET  AB-2 

I  '  SYSTEM  DIAGRAM  MAP 

I  NORTHERN  INDIANA 


L EGEND 


CATEGORY  1  - 

—  Population  over 

5,000  o 

CATEGORY  5 

—  Std.  Metrop.  Slot. 

Areos  jlu/uu. 

County  Lines 

Slote  Lines 

— 
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[7035-01-M] 

Louisville  &  Nashville  Railroad  Co. 

AB-2 

Description  of  lines  shown  on  system  dia¬ 
gram  map  in  categories  1.  2  or  3 

Category:  1— State:  Indiana— Segment:  5 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Michigan  City  Branch— Louis¬ 
ville  Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

Indiana. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 
Pulaski-Starke-LaPorte. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

QB-10.85  to  QB-60.03-49.18  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Prancesville,  Ind.  to 
Michigan  City,  Ind. 

Agency  Stations:  Medaryville  (M.P.  15), 
San  Pierre  (M.P.  23),  Wilders  (M.P.  28), 
Lacrosse  (M.P.  32).  So.  Wanatah  (M.P. 
38),  Wanatah  (M.P.  39).  Haskells  (M.P. 
43).  Alida  (M.P.  45),  Westville  (M.P.  47). 
Otis  (M.P.  51).  Coleman  (M.P.  53),  and 
Michigan  City  (M.P.  60)  served  by 
mobile  agency  with  base  station  at 
Monon,  Ind. 

[PR  Doc.  79-5428  Piied  2-21-79;  8:45  am] 


[7035-01 -M] 

lAB  55  (SDM)] 

SEABOARD  COAST  LINE  RAILROAD  CO. 

Amended  System  Diagram  Map 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  requirements  contained  in 
Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations.  §1121.23,  that  the  Seaboard 
Coast  Line  Railroad  Company,  has 
filed  with  the  Commission  its  color- 
coded  system  diagram  map  in  docket 
No.  AB  55  (SDM).  The  maps  repro¬ 
duced  here  in  black  and  white  are  rea¬ 
sonable  reproductions  of  that  amend¬ 
ed  system  diagram  map  and  the  Com¬ 
mission  on  January  16.  1979,  received 
a  certificate  of  publication  as  required 
by  said  regulation  which  is  considered 
the  effective  date  on  which  the  system 
diagram  map  was  filed. 

Color-coded  copies  of  the  map  have 
been  served  on  the  Governor  of  each 
state  in  which  the  raiiroad  operates 
and  the  Public  Service  Commission  or 
similar  agency  and  the  State  designat¬ 
ed  agency.  Copies  of  the  map  may  also 
be  requested  from  the  office  of  the 
Commission,  Section  of  Dockets  by  re¬ 
questing  docket  No.  AB  55  (SDM). 

H.  G.  Homme,  Jr., 
Secretary. 
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I7035-01-M] 

Seaboard  Coast  Line  Railroad  Company 
ICC  Docket  AB-55 

Description  of  lines  shown  on  system  dia¬ 
gram  map  in  categories  1,  2,  or  3. 

Category:  1— State:  Florida— Segment;  28 
1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Beck  Hammock  Spur  Tampa  Division. 
1121.21(b)  (State) 

Florida. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Seminole. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

AUA-770.00  to  AUA-773.93— 3.93  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  S  &  E  Junction  to  Beck 
Hammock. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category;  1— State:  Florida— Segment:  29 
1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Bay  Pines  Subdivision— Tampa 
Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

Florida. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Pinellas. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

SY-876.00  to  SY-879.31-3.31  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Clearwater  to  Largo. 
Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  1— State:  Florida— Segment:  36 
1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Port  Myers  Subdivision-Tampa 
Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

Florida. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Collier-Lce. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

AX-980.31  to  AX-1001.24-20.93  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Elstero,  Fla.  to  Naples, 
Fla. 

Agency  Stations:  Bonita  Springs  (M.P. 
AX-988),  Vanderbilt  Beach  (M.P,  AX- 
992)  and  Naples  (M.P.  AX-1001)  served 
by  mobile  agency  with  base  station  at 
Fort  Myers,  Fla. 

Category:  1— State:  Florida— Segment;  42 
1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Haines  City  Subdivision-Tampa 
Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

Florida. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Polk. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

AVC-828.50  to  AVC-838.50-10.00  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Haines  City,  Fla.  to  Wa- 
verly,  Fla. 

Agency  Stations:  Prine  (M.P.  AVC-832), 
Lake  Hamilton  (M.P.  AVC-834),  Dundee 
(M.P.  AVC-836)  and  Waverly  (M.P. 
A  VC-838)  sened  by  mobile  agency  with 
base  station  at  Lakeland,  Fla. 

Category;  1— State:  Florida— Segment:  43 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Manavista  Spur— Tampa  Division. 
1121.21(b)  (State) 

Florida. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Manatee. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

SW-870.  19  to  SW-871.00-0.81  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 


Terminal  Points:  Palmetto  Jet.,  Fla.  to 
Manavista,  Fla. 

Agency  Stations;  Manavista  (M.P.  871) 
served  by  mobile  agency  with  base  sta¬ 
tion  at  Bradenton,  Fla. 

Category;  1— State:  Florida— Segment:  45 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Williston  Spur— Jacksonville  Division. 
1121.21(b)  (State) 

Florida. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Levy. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

SR-729.18  to  SR-735.15— 5.97  allies. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Williston,  Fla.  to  Mont- 
brook,  Fla. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  1— State:  Florida— Segment:  46 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Umatilla  Subdivision-Tampa  Division. 
1121.21(b)  (State) 

•  Florida. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Lake. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

ASC-819.05  to  ASC-820.62-1.57  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points;  Umatilla,  Fla. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  1— State:  Georgia— Segment;! 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Kimbrough  Subdivision— Sa¬ 
vannah  Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

Georgia. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Webster-Terrell. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

SLB-45.35  to  SLB-63.62-  18.17  miles 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Kimbrough,  Ga.  to 
Dawson,  Ga. 

Agency  Stations:  Parrott  (M.P.  SLB-56) 
served  by  mobile  agency  with  base  sta¬ 
tion  at  Richland,  Ga. 

Category:  1— State:  North  Carolina— 
Segment:  6 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Durham  Subdivision— Raleigh 
Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

North  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Granville— Durham. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

SB-139.00  to  SB-150.00-11.00  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Creedmoor,  N.C.  to  Joy- 
land,  N.C. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  1— State:  North  Carolina— 
Segment:  8 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Caroleen  Subdivision— Raleigh 
Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

North  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Rutherford. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

SPA-402.69  to  SPA-402.81:  SFB-402.26  to 
SFB-403.46-2.32  miles. 

1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Point  of  Switch  to  Caro¬ 
leen.  N.C..  Cliffside  Jet.,  N.C.  to  Henriet¬ 
ta,  N.C. 


Agency  Stations:  Caroleen  (M.P.  SFA-402) 
and  Henrietta  (M.P.  SFB-403)  Served  by 
mobile  agency  with  base  station  at 
Shelby.  N.C. 

Category:  1— State:  North  Carolina— 
Segment:  14. 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Washington  Subdivision- 
Rocky  Mount  Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

NorUi  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Martin-Pitt-Beaufort. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

AAB-134.14  to  AAB-158.85  24.71  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Parmele,  N.C.  to  Wash¬ 
ington,  N.C. 

Agency  Stations;  Stokes  (M.P.  AAB-141). 
Witchard  (M.P.  AAB-143)  and  Pactolus 
(M.P.  AAB-148)  served  by  mobile  agency 
with  base  station  at-  Tarboro,  N.C. 
Washington  (M.P.  AAB-159)  served  by 
mobile  agency  with  base  station  at  Jack¬ 
sonville,  N.C. 

Category:  1— State:  South  Carolina— 
Segment;  3 

1 1 2 1 .2 1(  a)(  Designation ) 

Portion  of  Catawba  Subdivision— Atlanta 
Division. 

1121.21(bKState) 

South  Carolina. 

1121.21(cKCounties) 

Chester— York. 

1121.21(dKMile  Posts) 

SGA-331.83  to  SGA-35 1.68- 19.85  miles. 

1 121. 21(eK  Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Catawba,  S.C.  to  Great 
Palls,  S.C. 

Agency  Stations:  Fort  Lawn  (M.P.  SGA- 
342),  Flick  (M.P.  SGA-348)  and  Great 
Falls  (SGA-352)  served  by  mobile 
agency  with  base  station  at  Chester,  S.C. 

Category:  1— State:  South  Carolina— 
Segment;  6 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Anderson  Subdivision— Flor¬ 
ence  Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

South  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Abbeville- Anderson. 

1121.2Vd)  (Mile  Posts) 

AKH-527.86  to  AKH-543.25-15.39  mUes. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Calhoun  Falls.  S.C.  to 
Iva,  S.C. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  1— State:  South  Carolina— 
Segment:  11 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Mont  Clare  Spur— Florence  Division. 
1121.21(b)  (State) 

South  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Darlington. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

AG-285.82  to  AG-292.71-6.89  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Darlington,  S.C.  to  Mont 
Clare,  S.C. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  1— State:  South  Carolina— 
Segment:  16 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Hartsville  Subdivision— Flor¬ 
ence  Division. 
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il21.21(b)  (State) 

South  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Lj60 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts  - 
SJA-331.17  to  SJA-337.35-6.18  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points;  Bishopville.  S.C.  to  Ash- 
wood,  S.C. 

Agency  Stations:  Manville  (M.P.  SJA-33S) 
and  Ashwood  (M.P.  SJA-S37)  served  by 
mobile  ^ipPRcy  with  base  station  at 
Lugoff.  S.C. 

Category:  1— State:  South 
Segment:  17 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  the  Belton  Subdivision— Flor¬ 
ence  Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 
south  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Anderson. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

AKM-0.00  to  AKM-2.00— 2.0  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Termial  Points:  Belton.  S.C. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  2— State:  Alabama— Segment:  2 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Elba  Subdivision— Waycross  Di¬ 
vision. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

Alabama. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Coffee. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

ANG-821.00  to  ANG-837.16— 16.16  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Enterprise.  Ala.  to  Elba. 
Ala. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  1— State:  Florida— Segment:  10 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Ocala  Subdivision— Jackson¬ 
ville  Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

Florida. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Marion— Lake. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile'Posts) 

AS-781.19  to  AS-800.79- 19.60  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Candler  to  Leesburg; 
Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  3— State:  Florida— Segment:  21 

1121.21(2)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Okeelanla  Subdivision— Jack¬ 
sonville  Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

Florida. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Palm  Beach. 

1121.21(d)  tMile  Posts) 

AVP-972.16  to  A VF-978. 10-5.96  miles. 


1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Cane  to  Duda. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

Category:  3— State:  Florida— Segment:  40 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Early  Bird  Spur— Jacksonville 
Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

Florida. 

1121.21(c)  ^Counties) 

Marion. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

SR-743.82  to  SR-745.00-1.18  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Minehead,  FI.  to  Early 
Bird.  FI. 

Agency  Stations:  Early  Bird  (SR-744) 
sen-ed  by  Mobile  Agency  with  base  sta¬ 
tion  at  Ocala,  FI. 

Category:  3— State:  North  Carolina— 
Segment:  2 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  East  End  Subdivision— Rocky 
Mount  Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

North  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 
Edgecombe-Halifax-Bertie. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

AB-137.30  to  AB-161.73— 24.43  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Tarboro,  N.C.  to  Kel- 
ford,  N.C. 

Agency  Stations:  Speed  (AB-143);  Palmy¬ 
ra  (AB-152)  (Served  by  Mobile  Agency 
with  base  station  at  Tarboro.  N.C.) 

Category:  3— State:  South  Carolina— 
Segment:  4 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Belton  Subdivision  of  Florence  Division. 
1121.21(b)  (State) 

South  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Anderson. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

AKM-2.0  to  AKM-10.0-8.0  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Anderson,  S.C.  to 
Belton.  S.C. 

Agency  Station:  None. 

Category:  3— State:  South  Carolina— 
Segment:  7 

1121.21(a)  (Designation) 

Portion  of  Wadesboro  Subdivision— Flor¬ 
ence  Division. 

1121.21(b)  (State) 

South  Carolina. 

1121.21(c)  (Counties) 

Chesterfield. 

1121.21(d)  (Mile  Posts) 

AJ-335.0  to  AJ-342.13— 7.13  miles. 
1121.21(e)  (Agencies) 

Terminal  Points:  Cheraw,  S.C.  to  N.C. 
State  Line. 

Agency  Stations:  None. 

(PR  Doc.  79-5429  Filed  2-21-79;  8:45  am) 
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[6320-01 -M] 

1 

[M-196  Arndt.  1;  Feb.  15.  19791 
CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

Notice  of  addition  of  items  to  the 
February  21,  1979  meeting  agenda. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  A.M.-Pebru- 
ary  21,  1979. 

PLACE:  1  thru  21  Room  1027,  22- 
Room  1011,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 

SUBJECT;  6a.  Request  for  public  com¬ 
ments  regarding  a  report  that  the 
Board  must  make  to  Congress  about 
direct  sale  of  charter  (Memo  8490, 
OGC,  OI,  OEEO,  BCAA,  BLJ,  BIA, 
BPDA,  OEA,  and  BCP. 

17a.  Tariff  rule  governing  accept¬ 
ance  of  stretcher  patients  proposed  by 
United  (Memo  8493,  BPDA). 

STATUS:  1  thru  21— Open;  22— 
Closed. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT: 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor,  the  Secretary, 
(202) 673-5068. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
Item  6a  is  being  added  to  the  February 
21,  1979  agenda  because  the  Board 
must  me’et  a  statutory  deadline  for  its 
final  report  to  Congress.  This  request 
for  comments  must  be  issued  in  time 
to  allow  the  public  to  respond  and  the 
Board  to  consider  the  comments.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  following  Member  have 
voted  that  agency  business  requires 
the  addition  of  Item  6a  to  the  Febru¬ 
ary  21, 1979  agenda  and  that  no  earlier 
announcement  of  this  addition  was 
possible: 

Chairman  Marvin  S.  Cohen 
Member  Richard  J.  O’Melia 
Member  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 
Member  Gloria  Schaffer 

Item  17a  is  being  added  to  the  Feb¬ 
ruary  21,  1979  meeting  because  if  the 
Board  desires  to  suspend  the  proposal, 
it  must  do  so  by  February  21,  1979,  or 
lose  the  authority  to  do  so  under  sec¬ 
tion  1002  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958.  Accordingly,  the  following 
Members  have  voted  that  agency  busi¬ 
ness  requires  the  addition  of  Item  17a 
to  the  February  21,  1979  agenda  and 
that  no  earlier  announcement  of  this 
addition  was  possible: 

Member  Richard  J.  O’Melia 
Member  Elizabeth  E.  Bailey 
Member  Gloria  Schaffer 
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